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TO 


SOLICITORS 


Advances upon 


Stocks & Shares 


will be entertained upon 





favourable terms by the 


LEGAL AND GENERAL 
LIFE ASSURANCE SOCIETY. 


The transactions can be 
carried out expeditiously 
and cheaply, and full 
particulars will be sent 


upon application to 


No. 10, FLEET STREET, 


LONDON, E.C. 4. 


The Solicitors’ Journal 
and Weekly Reporter. 
(ESTABLISHED IN 1857.) 
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SUBSCRIPTION, WHICH MUST BE PAID IN ADVANCE 
£2 12s.; by Post +2 14s.; rureign, £2 16s, 





ARLY » QDARTERLY SUBSCRIPTIONS IN PROPORTION 


The Editor cannot undertake to return rejected contributions, and 
copies should be kept of all articles sent by writers who are not on 
the regular staff of the JoURNAI 

All letters intended for publication must be authenticated by the 

ame ol the w riter 
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Cases Reported this Week. 


Croft v. William F. Blay (Lim. ; . 
English Coaling Co. (Lim.) W. J. Tatem (Lim. 
Macklin +. Newbury Sanitary Laundry 


Current Topics. 
Land Transfer 
ACCORDING TO a statement in the Times of Tuesday, ‘‘ Mr. 
Bonar Law, in a written reply to Mr. James GARDINER, who 
recent isked the Prime Minister whether he proposes shortly 


t 
to introduce a Bill dealing drastically with land reform, states 
that the Government intend to introduce a Bill to facilitate the 
transter of | i for publ purposes ; We have not had the 
verifving this answer, but if it is correctly re 


to refer to the measure which would natur 

“l to give effect to the report of Mr. LESLIE 

Committee on the Acquisition of Land for Public 

es (62 SoLicitors’ JOURNAL, pp. 419, 436) A Bill of 

nature would, however, not be confined to the transfei 

nd, and having regard to the nature of the question, and 

to the probabilities of the case, we imagine that Mr. Bonar 

Law's answer really referred to an introduction of a measure 

‘orresponding to Lord HALDANE’s pre-war Real Property and 

Conveyancing Bull The Reconstruction ’’ period could 

hardly pass without the question of land transfer being dealt 

with, and no doubt we may expect further attempts at facili 

tating dealings with land In that case the simplifications 

that can be effected without incurring the expense and incon 

venience of registration will no doubt be present to the drafts- 

man, but how Lord Birkenneap will adapt himself to the 
subject a matter somewhat. bevond speculation 


The Question of Fusion 





THE POLL of the Law Society on fusion shews such a 
jority against the proposal that it seems unlikely to 

rther progress at present. No doubt those who vote| 

were influenced by the practical convenience of carry 
business under the existing system of division of worl 


licitor und counsel, while the sper i] expenses o} 


| litigation which are sometimes attributed to the distinction are 
| seen to be inherent in litigation of the more expensive kind 
| 1 } 

rather than due to the separate employment of counsel But 


though fusion may not be persisted in, this does not mean that 
there is no necessity fo1 readjusting the relationship of the two 


| branches, and we may call attention again to the passage we 
| quoted ast week from Lord Bryce (ante, p. 312), and to the 


article on the sybiect which we print on another page 
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Women as Lawyers. 

Tue Solicitors (Qualification of Women) Bill, which has 
more than once passed the House of Lords, has been intro- 
duced again by Lord Buckmaster, but now in an extended 
form. It ha Sarristers and Solicitors (Qualifica- 
tion of Women) Bill, and the operative clause is as follows 


become the 


1 A nan shall not be disqualified by sex for being admitted— 
, «tud t inv of the Inns of Court and for qualify 
s barrister-at-law and being called to the Bar and pra 
as a barrister-at-law 
I r tor acti r practising as a solicitor under 
Act, 1843, and the Act amending the same, and 
te for the time baler in force reletine te 


The measure is not to extend to Scotland and Ireland (why 
not /), and it is to be construed as one with the Solicitors Acts. 
There are, we believe. no statutes relating to barristers, so as 
to them no reference to previous Acts 1s required As regards 
solicitor it may be taken to be clear that the day for opposing 
the innovation has gone by, and the Bar can hardly expect to 
be in different case. Once grant that many women either have, 
or wish, to follow a business or profession, and the argument for 


the open door hard to resist | priori reasoning is useless, 
and only experience will shew for what a woman is fit At 
any rate, when womencan sit in the High Court of Parlia 


ment they can hardly be excluded from lesser courts Possibly 
they will have a cleansing influence on the “‘ dusty purlieus of 
the law At the s a hard taskmaster, and 


uccess is not easily won 


ame time, the law 


Restriction of Rents and Mortgage Interest. 


THe NEW Restriction of Rent Bill has been issued too late 
It extends the present Act 


1! 


for us to notice it fully this week 
until the end of one year from the termination of the war, and 
so as to include houses where the rent and rateable value 
are, in London from £35 to £55, and in the country £26 to 
£42: it allows, 


as regards cases coming within this extended 
increase in renl of 10 per cent And mortgage 


scope, an 
interest for the 
per cent... but not to exceed £5 per cent 


extended period may be increased, by one-half 


The Peace Conference. 
Tue Peace Conference of the Allied a: 
since 13th January, 


still a long way from the definite results which will lead to the 


Associated Nations 
has now been sitting but it appears to be 
preliminary agreement iter se on which the terms with the 
enemy States will be based The chief results so far are the 


vcceptance of the mandatory principle—it is stated that man 


dates for the Samoan Islands, German East Africa, and 
German South-West Africa have already been drafted—and 
the ‘‘ first reading '’ of the Covenant establishing a League of 
Nation In addition, a large number of Committees have 


been formed to do spade work which may be expected greatly 
to assist the final resolutions of the Conference Chief among 
these are the Committees dealing with the League of Nations 
we presume, has by no means ended with the 
production of the draft Covenant—lInternational Labour 
Legislation, Control of Ports, Waterways, and Railways, Re 
sponsibility, for the War, Punishment of War Crimes, and 
Reparation for War Damage. The actual work of the Con 
ference, apart from appo'nting and supervising Committees, 
appears to have consisted in hearing the claims of smal! States, 
and attempting to prevent strife between them. In this way 
audience has been given to Rumania and Serbia in respect of 
their claims in the Banat of Temesvar ; to the Czeco-Slovak Re 
public; to the King of the Hedjaz representing Arab claims ; 
to Belgium, as regards a rectification of frontiers ; to the claims 
of Denmark in regard to Schleswig; to the Administrative 
Council of the Lebanon; to the frontier claims of the Serbs, 


Ww ho “©” WOrTK, 





} 
! 
| 


The Adjustment of Rival Claims. 

THE ABoveE list, if nét complete, shews the variety of the work 
whioh is before the Conference. In some cases the territorial 
claims have been referred to committees. This has been done 
with regard to the Greek claims, the Rumanian claims, and 
the Czeco-Slovak claims, a Committee consisting of two dele- 
gates from the United States, Great Britain, France, and Italy 
being in each case appointed. Further, the Polish Govern- 
ment has been recognized, and Allied delegates have been sent 
to Poland to arrange as to territory in dispute between the 
Czechs and Poles.. Outside the actual work of the Conference 
there have been attempts to adjust the rival claims of Italy 
and the Jugo-Slavs in respect of the eastern Adriatic littoral, 
which culminated in the Jugo-Slav request to President 
Witson to act as arbitrator, a request to which Italy has not so 
far acceded. 3ut while all’this shews no little activity and 
labour, it has been generally felt that the urgency of an early 
peace demands quicker progress, and it appears that steps have 
been taken to speed up the Committees and accelerate the work 
of the Conference. 

The Supreme Economic Council. 

BuT HOWEVER much the work of the Committees may be 
speeded up, it looks as though some quicker way would have to 
be found to realize the peace for which the world is impatient, 
and not improbably the fixing of the final armistice terms wil! 
materially assist in this direction. Practically the matter 
which press are demobilization amd the general reduction of 
military and naval forces, the raising of the blockade of Ger 
many, and the revival of industry in all countries by the fair 
supply of raw materials. It appears to be anticipated that 
the armistice terms will involve such disarmament of Germany 
as to remove all chance of renewal of hostilities—and, indeed, 
renewal of hostilities at the present juncture on either side on 
any ground would, we imagine, be a step fraught with too 
much danger to be contemplated by any responsible statesman 
Pending the revival of industry, the condition of most of the 
belligerent States is such that it has been found necessary t: 
establish a Supreme Economic Council to deal with finance, 
food, blockade, control of shipping, and raw material: But 
this is a temporary matter. As regards the future, much will 
depend on the payment to be made by Germany as reparation 
Indemnities. 

INDEMNITIES are partly a question of the fundamental terms 
on which the actual fighting was brought to an end ; partly one 
of international praciice. 
aspect the effect of an 
and industrial welfare in both 


The matter has also an economi 
indemnity on busine 
debtor and 


excessive 
creditor 


nations ; but that we are not concerned with. A 
regards the terms on which the fighting was stopped, 
these, as a matter of strict construction, must depend 


on the language of the armistice, and not, on preliminary 


negotiations or statements. There is, as is well known, 


| President WiLson’s declaration on 2nd April, 1917, in asking 


Congress for a declaration of war with Germany :—‘‘ We 
desire no conquests and no dominion. We seek no indemnities 
for ourselves and no material compensation for the sacrifices 
we shall freely make’’ (61 Sotrcrrors’ JougnaL, p. 663) 
The “‘ fourteen points’’ of 8th January, 1918 (62 Soticrror 

JOURNAL, p. 229), call for the restoration of Belgium (point 7), 
and of the invaded territories of France (point 8), and of 
Rumania, Serbia, and Montenegro, so far as occupied (point 
11), and this probably meant compensation for damage, and 
not merely handing back of territory ; but there was no further 


| reference to the matter, nor were indemnities referred to in the 


| 
} 


the Slovenes, and the Croats; to the claims of Albania and of | 


and to the claims of Greece. 


Armenia ; The last, put forward 


summary of the points on 11th February, 1918 (62 Soticrrors’ 
JournaL, p. 361). The points were accepted by Germany on 
12th October, 1918, as the basis of an armistice (idid/, p. 816), 
and were accepted by the Allies (ante, p. 51), subject to a 
reservation as to the ‘‘ freedom of the seas,’’ and subject also 
to interpreting “‘ restoration of invaded territories’’ in the 
sense we have above suggested ; that: is, so as to mean ‘‘ com- 


by M. VENEZELOS on 4th February, included a claim to Con- | pensation will he made by Germany for all damage done to the 
stantinople, or, alternatively, administration of the city by | civ lian population of the Alli¢s and to their property by the 
the League of Nations 


aggression of Germany by land -by sea, and from the air, 
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The Armistice Terms as to Indemnities. 

To tH1s Mr. Witson assented, and the armistice terms 
might have been expected to carry out this arrangement. In 
fact, however, they included the following (ante, p. 62):— 


19. With the reservation that any future claims and demands of 
the Allies and United States of America remain unaffected, the 
following financial conditions are required ; 

Reparation for damage done 


With further terms as te particular restitution, but nothing 
as to indemnities. We notice that in the Press different views 
are taken as to the right of the Allies under these circum- 
stances to claim indemnities, as distinct. from reparation for 
civilian damage. Strictly, as we have said, it is a question 
of the construction of Art. 19. Does the reservation of 
‘* future claims and demands’’ let in claims to indemnities ? 
Apparently it does, for payment of an indemnity has been 
hitherto not an uncommon term in a peace treaty, and the 
Allies may have wished to reserve it for the treaty. On the 
other hand, if this general claim was to be reserved, why 
specify the particular matter of reparation for civilian 
damage, which was really not to be paid during the armistice 
and need not have been mentioned at all? It looks as though 
this was the real damage on which the Allies intended to in- 
sist. In these circumstances, since the case is not one for 
applying strict legal rules of construction—and these rules are 
not, in fact, applicable on the Continent—it is natural to refer 
to the previous negotiations, and in particular to the meaning 
placed by the Allies on Mr. WiLson’s requirement of ‘‘ restora 
tion.’’ As regards international practice, no doubt the demand 
for indemnities is justifiable (see Dr. CoLEMAN PHILLIPSON’S 
Termination of War and Treaties of Peace, p. 269), and the 
practice has increased in modern times, though the latest case 
the Treaty of Portsmouth between Russia and Japan in 1905 
contained no provision for indemnity However, in the 
present case the amount of the probable claim for reparation 
for civilian damage is likely to make the question of a general 
indemnity academic. 


Unstamped Documents as Evidence. 

THERE ARE two provisions in the Stamp Act, 1891, s. 14 
(4), relating to instruments in general, and section 38 (1), 
relating to negotiable instruments, under which unstamped 
documents are not (with exceptions) to be given in evidence 
or be “‘ available for any purpose whatever.’’ This phrase 
ology differs somewhat from that of the older statutes. Under 
former statutes an unstamped document was held to be ad 
missible in evidence, notwithstanding the want of a stamp, 
if it was only required to be produced in order to prove some 
fact collateral to the main purpose and effect of the document 
Thus in Matheson v. Ross (1849, 2 H. L. C. 286) an un 
stamped receipt was held admissible as evidence of the state 
of accounts between the parties. It is obvious that there is 
a wide scope for difference of opinion as to what is and what 
is not collateral merely. The enactments in the present 
Stamp Act seem to have been framed expressly to prevent 
such differences of opinion and to shut out the unstamped 
document altogether from being given in evidence. This is 
illustrated (as to negotiable instruments) by Ash/ing v. Boon 
(1891, 1 Ch. 568) and (as to other instruments) by Fengl v 
Fengl (1914, P. 274). The latter case was decided by a 
Divisional Court of the Probate Division, and an unstamped 
agreement for separation between husband and wife was held 
inadmissible. Sir Samvuet Evans, q®@oting section 14 (4) oi 
the Stamp Act, 1891, said: ‘‘ That is very wide. That pro- 
vision in the Act of 1891 appears to have been moulded upon 
section 54 of the Stamp Act, 1870, which has been held to 
exclude unstamped documents, even if tendered only for 
collateral purposes.’’ But this strict construction has not 
always been placed on the enactment. In Mason v. Motor 
Traction Co. (1905, 1 Ch. 419, 425) Buckiey, J. (as Lord 
Wrensvury then was), admitted an unstamped agreement for 
a collateral purpose. He said: “‘ I ean look at a copy of 





dencing the terms upon which the company ’’ proposed to sell 
if not restrained. A case of some interest in this connection 
has recently been decided in Australia: see Moore vy. Dent 
(1918, 18 State Rep (N.S.W.) 455) A land agent sued for 
commission on effecting the sale of the defendant's property. To 
prove the plaintiff's case it was, apparently, necessary to refer 
to a written agreement of sale made by the defendant to a 
company, and this document, being insufficiently stamped, was 
not produced at the trial To prove the sale a ec nvevance 
of the property executed by the company and the defendant, 
and containing a recital of the agreement of sale between 
the defendant and the company, was tendered by the plaintiff 
The relevant. enactment in New South Wales (section 15 of 
the Stamp Duties Act, 1898) is to the same effect as ithe 
English section 14 (4), though in even stronger words, making 
the unstamped document inadmissible ‘‘ or available or effe< 

tual for any purpose whatsoever in law o1 equity.”’ It was 
contended for the defendant that under this enactment the 
conveyance was inadmissible to prove the agreement of sale, 
eince the latter was in existence and unstam ped It was, 
however, held that the conveyance was not secondary. but 
primary, evidence of the agreement of sale, this latter being 
recited in a document executed by the defendant and so ad 

mitted by him The result was that the agreement of sale, 
though not duly st imped, was in point of fact given in evi 
dence for the plaintiff 


Docks and Rateabie Value. 


THE RATHER complicated principles which govern the rating 
of property occupied by the owner himself are well illustrated 
by the case of Port of London Authority v. Orsett Union 
Assessment Committee (Times, 25th February), which has 
just been decided by the Court of Appeal. The rateable 
value of land, we need hardly say, is the full annual benefit 
its occupier derives from it Where he occupies another 
man’s land, this 1s easy to assess: the actual rent he pays, 
provided he does his own repairs, is clearly the value of the 
land to him, and is primd facie its rateable value, unless, of 
course, he has given other consideration (¢.g., a premium) 
for the use of the land Where he does no repairs, then the 
rent paid is partly a payment for the land and partly a pay 
ment for repairs done by the landlord, and these repairs 
must be deducted in assessing rateable value. Again, where 
the owner occupies his own land, the same guide fixes rateable 
value: one asks what rent a hypothetical tenant doing his 


own repairs would give. To assess this, of course, is a question 
of fact If tenants of similar premises are available for com 
parison, no difficulty will exist But if there are no such 


visible tenants, thenea difficulty arises Two tests are open. 
One exists in the case of a profit-earning business, namely, 
the net profits made after upkeep and interest on the busines 
capital have been deducted. The other consists in taking 
what is called ‘‘ contractor’s rent, 
the cost of construction. Now, in the case of public or 
statutory authorities, the difficult’ question usually is to say 
which of the two latter methods should be used Broadly 
speaking, the prineiple is this. If the authority could legally 
let its premises to some other person or public body per- 
mitted to earn a profit, the rent that hypothetical tenant would 


lees up 


namely, a percentage on 


give must be ascertained ; that means that his profits 
keep and business profit on capital are prima facie the measure 
ol the rateable value C.7 De " Aury Waterwork Board Vv 
Penistone Union Assessment Committee (17 Q. B. D. 384) 
But where the statutory authority is forbidden by statute to 
make profits or let. out its premises, then no such deduction 
for possible business profits of the tenant can be made from 
the actual profits earned Versey, Docks v. Liverpool (1876, 
L. R.9Q. B. 84). In practice, however, it is not ilways easy 
to decide within which of those rival categories a public 
authority’s user of its premises falls, and Port of London 
Authority v. Orsett Union shews a disposition to settle this on 
the unsatisfactory principle that the question 1s one of fact for 





the document, not as an agreement, but as a document evi- 





the court of first instance 


Mar. 8, 1919 








Jurisdiction by Waiver. 

A NuMBER of points arose out of the curious appeal against 
conviction in the case of &. Power (Times, 25th ult.), 
of which is of interest in all courts, civil or criminal. Suppose 
a plaintiff or pre ecutor has completed hi ise and has in 
tact produced no evidence sufficient to go to the 
pose, too, that the defending counsel thereupon takes this 


one 


pury 


Sut 


objection, but is overruled by the judge. Then he decides t 
call evidence for the defence, and { omeltimes happen 
cross-examination of the witnesses for the defence suppl 


the missing piece of testimony which is nece 
a verdict defendant Can the defendant, on 
appeal, contend that the judge was wrong in holding that 
the plaintiff’s case must go to the jury, and that, therefore 
his decision should be 
easy question to decide on ground 


sary to justily 


against the 


upset on that ground? It is not a 
there 
are conflicting authorities on the point; but in &# Power 
(supra) the Court of Criminal Appeal have just affirmed the 
view expressed in one of the previous case Rv. Fraser (7 
Cr. App. R. 72). It that, at the 
of the plaintiff or prosecutor's case, the defendant must eithe: 
take his objection ot be held to waive it 
in which latter case, Again, if he 
takes the objection and is overruled, he must either rely on hi 


of principle, and 


was there held conclusion 
no evidences On 


of course, he has no appeal 


objection by refusing to call any evidence or call evidence. 
in which case he waives it and cannot appeal He cannot 
call evidence under protest,’’ o1 without prejudice te 
his right of appeal on the preliminary objection In other 
words, he must. elect, and is bound by his election Thi 


awkward 
opinion 1 


manifestly puts defendant's counsel in an 


since it is not easy to feel certain that. his 


position 
to the ir 
sufficiency of the evidence will commend itself to the Court 
3 Oppor 
pur} Ose 


and, if it does not, he has sacrificed his client 
tunity of calling witnesse Still, trials exist for the 
of eliciting the truth, not. to help counsel to make the best 
of a difficult case 
extracted from the defendant’s own witnesses merely because. 


above ; 


; and it would be absurd to reject admission 


had the trial judge decided the preliminary objection correctly, 
that assistance to a correct decision would not. have been forth 
coming 


The Fate of the Fusion Motion. 


In so far as the question of fusion was directed towards achiev- 
ing the unity of the legal profession the fate of the recent 
motion is to be deplored But, unfortunately. it was couched 
in terms that concealed the larger vision and allowed judgment 
to be passed upon it in the light of its predatory bearings. At 
a time like this, when so much is in process of dissolution and 
uction, any 
must have felt that dissensions should be avoided, and especially 
hi ; Vv of 


reform is so apt to be conceived in a spirit. of destr 


dissensions amongst those whose conduct may serve 
public example 

It does not require much discernment to see that new forma- 
tions are the that the 


abroad and we are in the presence of larger things At 


creative impulse is 
such 
ions 


emerging im law, 
a time, the last thing we want is an accentuation of div 
For the enjoyment of the same 
privileges as the Bar is not necessarily fusion with it. On the 
contrary, to put solicitors on an equality with the Bar and give 
both the right of audience in the High Court is to create two 
parallel in the place of two contributory institutions, and, if it 
is not by consent, the Bar will see the matter, not in the light 
of fusion, but in the light of invasion, and, so far from bringing 


hetween counsel and solicitors 


.about fusion, it will only serve to increase division, and the 
union of the profession will be more remote than eve The 
two branches are like two buildings in juxtapositio: To 


establish the union of them it is unnecessary to pull down the 
entire party wall, and this is what fusion, as hitherto conceived, 
The mere opening of a doorway 


5 


apparently seeks to do. 


between them will suffice, for this leaves each occupant master 
in his own house, the organization of each is preserved, and yet 
it is no longer necessary to go outside to effect a passage from 
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the one building to the other. The defect which fusion should 
seek to remove is the prohibition of the Bar that prevents a 
solicitor studying for it until he has ceased to practise as a 
solicitor and his name has been erased from the roll. The 
removal or lowering of this barrier may not constitute fusion, 
but it will suffice to bring about the unity of the legal profes 
ion, and it is this unity that lies at the root of all effective 
reform, for it is only when unity is attained that public contro! 
vill come and the adaptation of professional methods to public 
needs will be brought about. 

The ills that Reconstruction in the Law are set to cure have 
been stated in broad terms by the machinery of Government 
Committee, and they are expressed in the Report in the follow 
ing terms 

We are impressed by the representations made by men of grea 
«perience, such as the President of the Incorporated Law Society 
the difficulty of getting the attention of the Government 
| reform, and as to the want of contact between those who 

nsible for the administration of the work of the com 
mercial courts and the mercantile community, and by the evidenc« 
idduced that the latter are, in consequence and progressively, with 
lrawing their disputes from the jurisdiction of these courts. Ws 
re not less impressed with the total inadequacy of the organization 

hich controls the general administration of the very large staffs 
the voluminous business, required to give effect to the decrees 


it} 


i the Courts of Justice throughout the country. One of the chiet 
reasons for this inadequacy is the magnitude and variety of the 
duties with which the Lord Chancellor is charged without really 


being allowed either the time or the machinery requisite for their 
periormanct 

The committee regard this condition of things as making 
out a strong case for the appointment of a Minister of Justice, 
and, were the Government concerned in initiating reform, a 
Minister of Justice would be appointed. But, as is well 
known, the function of the Government lies in governing, and, 
so long as the system of judicature, in the services that obtain 
in it, does not challenge or invade executive authority, no 
amelioration of them, except by way of intermittent and piece 
meal reform, is to be expected. The Government holds the 
legal system in subjection by means of the divisions it fosters 
in its several estates, and it will not trouble about changes for 
the sake of reform while its authority can be preserved by this 
In appreciation of this the Times, in its recent. article 


means 
observed that 


on ‘‘ Reconstruction in the Legal Profession,’’ 
the public would hardly be reassured by a closer association ot 
those who receive the profits. It is no doubt the policy of the 
State to keep the two branches apart, and it is only by then 
own effort that their union can be effected. 

Hence the movement towards public control that is denoted 
by the creation of a Minister of Justice is seen to be dependent 
upon fusion—that fusion at least which is the outcome ol 
diplomatic effort and is founded upon conciliation and consent 
For fusion denotes the unity of the legal profession, and unity 
means streneth, and strength in the institutions of the State, 
if it is not rendered subordinate to the requirements of the 
State. is not necessarily dedicated to the service of the State 
The parallel of the Navy and the Army has already been 
referred to in previous articles. Unity in each is the very soul 
of its efficiency, but it is at the same time the secret of its 
streneth, and strength thus marked by unity is a formidable 
weapon if turned against the State. Hence these two services 
are placed under « ivilian control, and this control in each case 
is marked by the appointment of a non-professional head 
And so it will be in the Judicature. When it is no longer a 
dual estate, but has closed its ranks, it will fall under public 
control, for the Judica€ure, no less than the Navy and Army, !s 
capable, through reactionary methods, of serving its own 
interests instead of the public weal, and the subjection of its 
services to a public ministry will be the logical safeguard. 

For the time being the Ministry of Justice has purely 
philosophical interest, and it is matter for wonder that the 
Council of the Law Society, in attaching themselves to this 
subject to the exclusion of the more immediate one of the unity 
of the profession, have engaged themselves upon the super- 
structure of reform before giving attention to its foundations 
If any one doubts this ordering of the process of evolution 
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legal reform let him mark the complete indifference with which 
the subject of the Ministry is still regarded and the more 
generous attentions that have been given to the question of 
fusion. The end to be attained is, after all, the removal of 
that inadequacy in the Judicature to which the Reconstruction 
Report bears witness, and towards this goal the union of the 
profession is the first step. On this account, it may well be 
that fusion, if rightly directed, will effect economy in time and 
money in the administration of the law ; but it will do this, not 
so much by putting counsel and solicitors on an equal footing 
in the High Court, as by creating a situation that will render 
the appointment of a Minister of Justice an immediate question 
for the State. For when these conditions arise, the benefits 
which the Report so confidently anticipates from the appoint- 
ment will be near at hand. D.M.G 


_ Nuisance by Overhanging. 

Ir has long been a doubtful issue whether the tort com- 
mitted by A’s tree when its branches overhang B’s premises 
is in the nature of a trespass by A on B’s property ora 
nuisance to the latter. The distinction is not merely academic 
In fact, Miles v. Brooker & Son (Times, 18th February), in 
which the Divisional Court in a county court appeal have 
just treated the wrong as nuisance, might have been 
differently decided had Avory and Lusu, JJ., who composed 
the Court, dealt with it as a trespass. The point which arose 
was quite picturesque. The plaintiff's apple-tree overhung 
the defendant’s garden. Now, if this is nuisance, then the 
defendant is entitled to any remedies which the law provides 
in the case of that tort. But the essence of nuisance is the 
disturbance of a man in the enjoyment of his property: there 
must be ¢njuria—the disturbance—plus damnum, some appre 
ciable damage, before the tort is constituted. Once some 
damnum is proved, however, the plaintiff has at least three 
possible remedies: he can abate the nuisance by lopping off 
the branches (Lemmon v. Webb, 1895, A. C. 1), or he can 
sue for damages, or he can seek the equitable relief of an 
injunction. This is quite clear, and, of course, the same 
remedies would exist if the tort is trespass, not nuisance ; for a 
continuing trespass—and here the trespass is continuing 
amounts in law to a nuisance. So far, then, if the defendant 
had merely lopped off his neighbour’s apple tree’s overhang- 
ing branches, the distinction would not be material; but the 
defendant did more, or, rather, he did a slightly different 
thing. He picked the apples instead of lopping off the 
branches. He then sold them in the market. And here, at 
once, he put himself out of court. For the apples, once 
severed from the realty, became personal property, the 
property of the owner of the tree, and appropriation of them 
by another was clearly conversion. The plaintiff, in fact, sued 
the defendant for the conversion, and recovered damages in 
the county court ; and he succeeded in retaining them on appeal 
in the Divisional Court. This decision is clearly equitable, 
for the defendant had not suffered any real damage from the 
overhanging branches, and could not prove damnum. Could 
he have proved damage, then he could have counterclaimed 
for the nuisance in the county court; but this he was unable 
to do in the circumstances of the case. Here, however, there 
comes in a difference according as the tort is nuisance or 
trespass. If the action sounded in trespass, then the mere 
infringement of the defendant’s rights by the tree would give 
a claim to at least nominal damages, and a counterclaim would 
have been maintainable. In such a case, the Divisional Court 
could only have sent back the case for re-trial on the counter- 
claim, instead of dismissing the appeal. 

Incidentally, however, the Divisional Court contrived to dis 
cover in these simple facts an extraordinary number of interest- 
ing issues on fundamental points of common law. Conversion, 
it is hardly necessary to say, requires two conditions pre- 
cedent: (1) that the converted property is personalty, and 


rr —————— 


or criminal, conversion or larceny, depends simply on 
whether there exists a mens rea, or felonious intent, in the 
mind of the appropriator at the moment of appropriation. In 
the present case the defendant appropriated under a bond 
fide claim of right, which excludes all question of felonious 
intent But, apart from this question of mens rea, all the 
rules which apply in deciding whether there has been a 
tortious conversion or not are identical with those which 
upply in deciding whether the wrong is larceny Now, here 
t series of leading cases on the criminal! law—the chief of 
which is Reg v. Townley (1870, 1 C. C. R. 315)—have defined 
the circumstances under which the appropriation of property 
severed from the realty is larceny or not. The universal test 
is whether the appropriation took place at the moment of 
severance or after that; moment In the former case, there 
can be no conversion, for at the moment of appropriation there 
is no personalty to convert: the tort to trespass to realty In 
the latter case there is conversion of the severed personalty, 
because it has ceased to be realty when the act of appropria 
tion takes place. This principle applies equally whether a 
fixture is removed from land, or a growing thing severed, or a 
wild animal captured and taken The leading case (R. \ 
Townley, supra), was, in fact, the case of a rabbit taken by a 
poacher. The rabbit, being wild, was an animal fera nature, 
and therefore part of the realty ; when taken and at once appre 
priated there was no personalty to convert at the crucial 
moment, the capture. But a wild animal, taken by a keeper, 
tamed, and then appropriated to his own use becomes pet 
sonalty on being tamed—it is then severed from the realty 
and he is guilty of larceny and conversion if he subsequently 
appropriates it. Applying this simple and clear principle to 
the facts of the present case, the owner of the tree could 
only recover damages for conversion if he succeeded in proving 
two separate and successive acts in the wrong done—first, a 
severance of the apples from the tree, and, second, an appro 
priation of the severed personalty to his own use. Unless an 
interval, however slight, occurs between the removal and 
the appropriation, there can be no conversion. This difficulty 
faced the Court, and was surmounted in a very ingenious 
manner 

The old and obscure law of bailment, discussed so learnedly in 
Coggs v. Bernard (Smith’s Leading Cases, Vol. 1.), supplied 
a solution to the troublesome issue before the Court. For a 
bailee is well-known to commit the wrong of conversion if he 
either breaks bulk, or sells the bailed property, or otherwise 
uses it for purposes inconsistent with the bailment. Naturally, 
therefore, the Court tried to apply the principles of bailment 
to the facts of the apple tree and its adventure If the de 
fendant could only be shewn to be a bailee of the apples before 
he sold them, then his sale was clearly a conversion. But how 
to shew this? Just in this way. The defendant lops off 
branches of the plaintiff’s trees, or picks his apples, having a 
perfect right to so abate a nuisance. But the branches, when 
lopped, and the apples, when picked, are severed from the 
realty, and immediately become the personal property of the 
owner of the tree. He can ask for, and recover, them from 
the defendant in an action for trover—-so the Court held. The 
owner of the ground, once he has abated the nuisance, can 
adopt one of two alternatives he may return the subject 
matter of the nuisance to the tree-owner and claim damages, 





or he may impound it on his own premises. In the latter 
case, he constitutes himself bailee of it, just as does the im 
pounder of cattle damage feasant. And where he thus makes 
himself a bailee for the owner, he becomes subject to every 
incident of the relationship of bailment, so that if he appro 
priates the bailed article, he becomes guilty of conversion 
So the Court held, but apparently the only authority that 
could be discovered for this interesting proposition was a very 
recent authority indeed—-a passage in Halsbury’s Laws of 
England, Bailment, Vol. I., pp. 527-8, where under 
‘* Gratuitous Bailment ”’ it is said Another kind of deposit 
[by bailment] is that in which a chattel, over which 


(2) an unauthorized appropriation of it by the defendant to | neither owner nor recipient has any immediate control, 


his own use. The question whether the appropriation is civil | is deposited upon the land or the premises of another 
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fruit dropped on a neighbour’s 
garden In such cases, so long as the involun- 
tary overt act to .the chattel thus 
deposited on his land, he incurs no responsibility to the true 
owner in respect thereof But, if he interferes with it, an 
implied contract of bailment is created, with all its obligations 
and responsibilities And if he not only interferes with it, 
but uses it for his own purposes, such user amounts to a con- 
and « fortiori, this is the case if he intentionally 
misuses it The analogy between interference with dropped 
fruit and the conversion of picked fruit is so obvious that this 
passage certainly carries the Court the whole way it actually 
went in holding that the defendant had converted plaintiff’s 
apples sut just how far the principle is really sound mighe 
be a matter of argument. 


For example, 


depo itary does no 


version, 





Books of the Week. 
Legal History Series.—History oj 


By Rupotr Huesner. Translated by 
John Murray. 24s. net. 


The Continental 
Germanic Private Law. 
Francis S. PHILBRICK 


Correspondence. 


Late Mr. E. T. Jaques 

Journal and W eekly Re pe rter.] 

reading your remarks in the 
in relation to the late Mr. 


The 


To the f i the Solicitors’ 


sir, | was 


Journat of the Ist inst 


much interested in 


SOLICITORS 


E. T. Jaques, whose loss, as you justly remark, will be felt by 
many 

With regard to your remarks on the literary work of the late 
Mr. E. T. Jaques, I was disappointed to see no mention of that 


charming book Old Mr. Ls 


desc ribes the 


in which Mr. Jaques in his 
Chancery 


velace, 
inimitable way adventures of a 
ring from practice 


Perhaps you have not had the pleasure of reading the book, and, 


own 
barrister after ret 


if not, I would ask you to take the first opportunity of doing so 
\. E. Pripnam 
26, Theobald’s-road, Gray's Inn. London. W.C l, 


3rd March, 1919 
| We are obliged for Mr 


ur desire to express 
death prevented our 
being complete.—Ep 


Pridham’'s lettes 
at once our sense of loss in M1 


work 


J ujues’ 


appreciation of his 
S.J.] 


literary from 


CASES OF THE WEEK. 
Court of Appeal. 


ENGLISH COALING CO. (LIM.) v. W. J. TATEM (LIM.). 
22nd January ; 17th February. 

CHARTER-PARTY—CALCULATION oF FRreiIGHT—WeIGHING Berore BULK 

Broken—Bitt or Lavina Quantrry Less 2 Per Cent.—Oprticn o1 
Recerver—Wuen Ovtion Coutp pe Exercisep 

The plaintiffs chartered from the 

“a care of coal f 

party prot led that the freight 


No. 2. 


defendants a asateamer jor the 
r delivery abroad. ( ‘lause l of the charter 
should he at the rate of 1508 


carriage of 


per ton 


delivered or on bills of lading quantity, leas 2 per cent, in lieu of weigh- 
mg, at receiver option, to he declared in writing before bulk was 
hroken (‘laeuse 9 of the printed form of the charter party wae 
altered by arrangement for the peyment of the full amount instead of on 


freight, and a cheque for the full amount 
que ntity shewn by the bill of lading, wee 
given, and the agents rendered the shipowners a debit note 
of £1,318 42 The vessel was lost on the charterera 
entitled to exercise their option and sought to 
Off the full freight the y had pond, The detendants 
denied that in the circumatances the option could be exerciaed, and 

/ conatruction of the claim in the charter-party 


a certain propo fion of the 
colceulated u pe n G6, 1(06 fone, the 
charterer’ s 
veyagqe, and the 
claimed they were 


recover the 2 per cent 


claimed on the true 


to be entitled to retain the full sum paid on the basis of the bill of 
lading quantity 
Held. that the plaintiffla were entitled to a repayment of the aum 


clavme d 
Decision i ij Baill che, J ° 
Appeal by the defendants, the owners of the ss fahleigh, from a 
decision of Bailhache, J., in an action by the charterers of the ship in 
respect of freight. The order of Bailhache, J., directed the shipowners 
to repay £1,318 4s., being the equivalent of 2 per cent. of the freight 


amnrme d 


payable on the bill of lading quantity of coal shipped from the Tyne 


for Port Said on board The Ashleigh, which was sunk by hostile action 
during the voyage on 23rd July, 1917. The Court reserved judgment 
Bankes, L.J., in the course of his judgment, said the question was as 
to the proper construction of the charter-party, the dispute between the 
parties being the amount of the freight payable under it. The charter 
party was on the Chamber of Shipping East Coast Coal Charter-Party 
form. Clause 1 provided what the rate of freight was, and how the 
amount payable was to be calculated, and clause 9 in what manner the 
freight was to be paid. Clause 1 provided that the freight was to b« 
at the rate of 150s per ton delivered or on bill of lading quantity, less 
2 per cent. in lieu of weighing, at receiver's option to be declared 
writing before bulk was broken. Clause 9, as altered in ink, made the 
whole freight payable on signing bills of lading. The vessel completed 
her loading on 17th July, and the owners’ agent presented the freight 
account calculated upon 8,788 tons, tne quantity shewn in the bill ot 
lading. It was paid by a cheque, and the charterers’ agents rendered 
the shipowners a debit note for £1,318 4s., ‘* being 2 per cent. in lieu 
of weighing, freight per ss. Ashleigh, Tyne to Port Said.’’ The s! 
having been sunk, the charterers claimed to recover this £1,318 4s. from 
the shipowners. The shipowners refused to pay upon the ground that 
under the terms of the charter-party they were under no obligation to 
repay any of the money payable and paid on signing bills of lading 
The argument of the shipowners amounted in substance to this : that 
clause 1 of the charter-party contemplated an ascertaining of the amount 
of freight at the port of discharge either by actual Weighing there r 
by the exercise of an option to pay on the bill of lading quantity, 
less 2 per cent., by someone who was the receiver of the cargo at the 
time of the vessel’s arrival at the port of discharge; that consequentl; 
the provisions of clause 1 had no application where, as in the present 
case, the vessel had been lost and never could arrive at her port of 
discharge. It was further contended that the expression the “ whol 
freight in clause 9 of the charter-party was used in contradistinction to 
the freight referred to in clause 1, which was subject to the 2 per cent 
deduction. His lordship did not agree with that contention. Clause | 
might be said to contemplate the ascertaining of the freight after the 
arrival of the vessel at her port of discharge, but there was nothing 
the language of the clause to negative the right of the receiver of th: 
cargo to exercise the option at any time after he in fact became the 
There might be cases in which a question might arise a 
to whether a person who exercised, or claimed to exercise, the optior 
was in fact the receiver of the cargo. There could be no such question 
here, as the charter-party provided for two methods only by which the 
amount of freight could be ascertained, namely, by weighing the cargo 
on delivery and calculating the freight upon the actual out-turn, or 
taking the bill of lading quantity, less 2 per cent., and calculating the 
freight upon that quantity. It was at the receiver's option which 
method should be adopted. The shipowner heré having required the 
whole of the freight to be paid on the signing of the bill of ladin 


receiver 


excluded the possibility of the first method being adopted The 
charterers were at that time the holder: of the bill of lading, and they 
exercised the option at the time the freight was paid. He could see no 


ground for holding that at that time they were not the receivers of the 
cargo. The appeal therefore failed 

Scrutron, L.J., in concurring, said it had been argued by the 
appellants that, on the true construction of the printed form, the option 
could only be exercised by the receiver after the ship had arrived at 
the port of discharge. He could see no ground for such a contenti 
Undoubtedly this option was frequently exercised while the vessel was 
at sea, and it would astonish the shipping community to know the 


could hot exercise the option unless and until the ship had arrived 


Eve, J., agreed. Appeal dismissed.—Counset, for the appellants, 
R 1. Wright, K.C., and Le (ucsne , Vackinnon, K.C., A. Net! ‘ 
and Sir Alfred Callaghan, for the respondents. Soricrrors, Botterell & 
Roche: Waltons & Co. 


{Reported by Ensxtve Reiv, Barrieter-at-Law.] 


High Court—Chancery Division. 


CROFT v. WILLIAM F. BLAY (LIM.). Astbury, J. 


LEASE FOR A YEAR AND A FRACTION 
Notice To TERMINATE 


30th January. 
HOLDING 


Com 


LANDLORD AND TENANT 
Over—Tenancy From Year TO YEAR 
MENCEMENT OF TENANCY. 

1 let premises to B for one year and one -cighth of another year fr 
11th November, 1915, at a yearly rent payable quarte rly on the usu 
quarter days, the firet payment to he for the half quarter ending 25th 
December, 1915 B held 25th December, 1916, without 
further agreement, and A accepted rent sent from B thereafter, so that 
the tenancy became one from year to year. 

Held. that notice to quit given hy B on 8th June for Christmas 
a good notice, as the true from all the facts was that , 
yearly tenancy under the implied contract was a Christmas holding and 
not a November tenancy 
Doe v. Dobell ((1841, 1 A] 2. 406) and Kelly v 


9¢'. P. 681) not applicable. 
Doe v Grafton (1852, 18 Yv PB. 496) appli d, 


over, ajter 


inference 


Patterson (1874, L. P 


This was a summons to determine whether a notice to quit 


good, The plaintiff let certain premises to the defendant by 
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written agreement dated 15th November, 1915, ‘‘ for a term 

vear ahd one-eighth of another year from llth November, 

the yearly rent of £40, | iarterly th | iarter : 

the first payment to be ‘ the halt-quarter et Sth December 
On 4 ecembr 191¢ 

1 ove 

so that » plawit ptance of 

1917, t defendant be 

1917, the defenda: 

notice t quit 


be the : i tf & 


term i ind the defendant hel 


yi that 


(Counsel for 


that, where 
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[Reported by L. M. Mar, Barrieter-at-Law.] 


High Court——King’s Bench Division. 


MACKLIN ». NEWBURY SANITARY LAUNDRY. Div. Court 
i4th January. 


Sate or Goops—WaRRANTY—WrRonNGFUL Rervusal 
Resate WritrHour WARRANTY BY VENDOR 
DamaGes—Sace or Goons Act, 1893 (56 & 57 Vu 
{ vendo qace a warranty of sound we rhahile 
a hora The warranty was fulfilled, but the 
refused delivery, and returned the horse The 
at auction as in dispute and without @ warrar her 
for about £40 leas than the contract price 
eld, in an action gor the diffe rence heture 
auction and the contract price : (1) That this was 
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New Orders, &c. 


New Statutes. 
‘iu 26th February the Royal Assent was given 
Industry Commission Act, 1919 
t 


The Coa 
\ 1 on 2 Februar 
[he Air Navigation Act, 1919 
The Re-els of Ministers Act, 1919 


War Orders and Proclamations, &c. 


The London tracette 2th Februar mnitams the yllowing, in addi 
tion to matters printed below 

l Iwo Orders in Council dated 28th February turtie! amending 

vw P mat 1, dated 10th M ay 1917, and made under Section 8 of 

1e Customs nd Inland Revenue Act, 1879. and Section 1 f the Ex 
portath Arms Act, 1900, and Section 1 of the Customs Exp yrtation 
Prohibition) Act, 1914, whereby the exportation trom the United King 
dom of certain articles to certain or all destinations was prohibited 

2. A notice t t an Order has been made by the Board of Trade, under 


Amendment Act. 1918, for the realisation 
mentioned business 


London, E.C. 4 


he Trading wit the Enemy 
tribution of the assete of the under 
' Lindhorst. 5 and 6, Paternoster square, 
icy Linen and Embro dered Goods 

And a correction of Norristas, Lid n the Notice mentioned 
mte, p. 321, to Novitas, Ltd 

The London Gazette of 4th March contains the following 

5. A Notice that an Order has been made by the Board of Trade, under 
the Trading with the Enemy Amendment Act. 1916 requiring the under 


mentioned business to be wound up 
573. L. Be njami 82 and 84, Bermondsey-etreet, Londor ae. a, 
Hide, Skin and Leither Merchant 
Treasury Order. 
SILVER BULLION (MAXIMUM PRICE 
Phe Lords Commissioners of His Majesty's Treasury, in pursuance of 
the powers conferred on them by Regulation Were of the Defence of the 


Reaim Regulations, hereby make the following Order 
As from the date of this Order the maximum price for silver bullion 
in the United Kingdom shall be 473d. per standard ounce 
Che Order of the 13th December fixing a maximum price at 48 7/ 16d. 
per standard ounce is hereby revoked 
Léracette Zist February 


Foreign Office Notice. 
RAISING OF BLOCKADE 


The blockades of the Coast of Asia Minor, from Latitude 37° 35’ North 
to Latitude 40° 5’ North, of the Bulgarian coast in the A®gean Sea, and 
of the coast westward from the hmuit of the latter blockade as far as the 
mouth of the River Struma, announced in notices in the 
London Garette dated respectively the lst June, 1915, the 16th October, 
1915, and the 20th September, 1916, have been raised as from the 2Zlst 
instant 

27th } Febr dary 


which were 


LGrazette, 28th Febru iTy 


War Office Order. 
CANCELLATION OF ORDERS 
In pursuance of the powers conferred upon them by the Defence of 
the Realm Regulations, the Army Council] hereby give notice, that the 
Socks Army Grey) Order 1918, 18 cAncelled. 
22nd February LGacette, 28th February 


In pursuance of the powers conferred upon them by the Defence of 
the Realm Regulations, the Army Council hereby give notice that the 
Orders indicated in the schedule hereto annexed are hereby cancelled. 

25th February 

SCHEDULE 

Che Crossbred Tops Order, 1917 

The Croasbred Tops (Amendment) Order, 1917 

The Wool and Tops Dealings) Order, 1917 

The Wool and Tops (Dealings) (Amendment) Order, 1917 

The Crossbred or Meri.:o Woo! (Maximum Prices) Order. 1917 

The Merino Tops (Delivery) Order 1917 

(Gazette, 28th February 


Ministry of Munitions Orders. 
rHE BULLDING BRICKS CONTROL (PARTIAL SUSPENSION) 
ORDER, 1919 
Whereas the Minister of Munitions is desirous of suspending the 
operation of The Building Bricks Control Order, 1918, dated the 5th 
April, 1918, in so far as the same prohibits the sale and delivery of 


Building Bricks except under and in accordance with the terms of ‘a 
Permit issued under the authority of the Minister of Munitions: 
hereby orders as follows :— 


Now, therefore, the Minister of Munitions 





. The operation of Clauses 1 and 5 of the said Order which prohibit 
as sale or delivery of building bricks except under and in accordance 
with the terms of a Permit issued under the authority of the Minister 
of Munitions or the purchase or taking of delivery of building bricks 
from any person other than the holder of such a Permit, is hereby 
suspended on and after the 28th February, 1919, until further notic« 

2. Such supe nsion shall not affect the previous operation of the said 
Order or the validity of any action taken thereunder or the liability to 
any penaity or punishment in respect of any contravention or failure 
to comply with the said Order prior to such suspension, or any proceed 
ng or remedy in respect of such penalty or punishment. 

5. This Order may be cited as The Building Bricks Control (Partial 
Suspension) Order, 1919 

2th Feb ary 


Gazette, 28th February. 


rHE SMALL TOOLS (SUSPENSION) ORDER, 1919 
the following Order made by the Minister of Munitions, 


In reference to 


namely 
The Small Tools Order, 1918, dated the 10th May, 
Munitions hereby orders as follows: 

1) The operation of the said Order is hereby suspended on and 
ifter the date hereof until further notice. 

2) Such suspension shall not affect the previous operation of the 
said Order or the validity of any action taken thereunder or the 
iability to any penalty or punishment in respect of any contravention 
or iailure to comply with the said Order prior to such suspension 
or any proceedings or remedy in respect of any such penalty or 
punishment 

) This Order may be cited as the Small Tools (Suspension) Order, 


1918, the Minister 


1919 
28th February [Gazette, 23th February. 
rHE CONVERTER PLANT CONTROL (SUSPENSION) ORDER, 1919 

In reference to the following Order made by the Minister of Munitions 
name.y 

The Converter Plant Control Order, 
1918, 
the Minister of Munitions hereby orders as follows: 

1) The operation of the said Order is hereby suspended on and after 
the date Me ae until further notice. 

2) Such suspension shall not affect the previous operation of the said 
Order or the validity of any action taken thereunder, or the liability to 
any penalty or punishment in respect of any contravention or failure to 

imply with the said Order prior to such suspension, or any proceeding» 
or remedy in respect of any such penalty or punishment. 

This Order may be cited as The Converter Plant Control (Suspe 
sion) Order, 1919 
4th March 


1918, dated the 5th April. 


4th March 


[ Gazette, 





THE ROSIN CONTROL (SUSPENSION) ORDER, 1919. 


In reference to the following Order made by the Minister of Munitions 
"The Rosin Control Order, 1918, dated the 3lst January, 1918 
the Minister of Munitions hereby orders as follows :— 

1) The operation of the said Order is he reby suspended on and after 
the Ist May, 1919, until further notice. 

2) Such suspension shall not affect the previous a of the said 
Order or the validity of any action taken thereunder, or the liability 
to ; penalty or punishment in respect of any contravention or failure 
toe mp! vy with the said Order prior to such suspension, or any proceed 

g or re medy in respect of such pe snalty or punishment. 

3) This Order may be cited ; he Rosin Control (Suspension) Order, 
1919 

4th March (Gazette, 4th Marc 


—— 


Food Orders. 
THE JAM (PROHIBITION OF EXPORT) ORDER, 1919 


1. Except under and in accordance with the terms of a licence granted 
by the Food Controller, no person shall after the 4th February, 1919, 
ship or consign any Jam from any place in Great Britain to any destina 
tiom in Ireland, or in the Isle of Man, and no person shall buy or agree 
to buy or take oy of any Jam to be shipped or consigned from 
Great Britain after that date to any destination in Ireland or the Isle ot 
Man, except from a person so licensed. 

2. Infringements of this Order are summary offences against the 
Defence of the Realm . 

3. For the purpose of this Order the expression “Jam ”’ 
a Conserve and Marmalade. 

This Order may be cited as the Jam (Prohibition of Export) Order 
1919. 
28th January. 


shall include 


REVOCATION OF THE OATMEAL (RESTRICTION) ORDER, 
1918. 

In exercise of the powers conferred upon him by the Defence of the 
Realm Regulations and of all other powers enabling him in that behalf, 
the Food Controller hereby revokes, as from the 10th February, 1919. 
the Oatmeal (Restriction) Order, 1918 [S.R. & O. No. 166 of 1918], bat 


sae 


i An 


fo 
of 


in 


the 


1915 


jud 
bes 











Mar. 8, 1919 





THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & WEEKLY REPORTER. [Vol 63.} 239 








without prejudice to any proceedings in respect of any contravention 
3 | 


thereof. 


29th January. 


THE RATIONING ORDER, 1918 
Directions relating to the Rationing of Jam 

In exercise of the powers reserved to him by the above Order (S.R. & 
0. No. 894 of 1918), and of all other powers enabling him in that 
behalf, the Food Controller hereby orders and directs as follows 

1. On and after the date of these Directions Jam shall be a rationed 
food for the purposes of the above Order and all directions thereunder 

2. Until further notice the weekly ration of Jam shall be 4 ozs., and 
not more than the prescribed amount may be obtained or supplied on 
any coupon, provided that where the retailer has more than enough Jam 

including Marmalade) in stock to satisfy the requirements of his regis 
tered customers up) to the amount of the ration, he may supply mar 
malade to his registered customers in excess of the ration and without 
requiring any ‘coupon therefor 

35. The appropriate leaf and coupons of the Ration Book (A) and (B 
and the Traveller's Ration Book shall be the leaf numbered 5 and the 

oupons thereon 

4. A coupon numbered 1 on a leaf related to the week beginning 
Sunday, the 3rd November, 1918, and the other coupons relate to the 
subsequent weeks in numerical order 

5. A Jam coupon is available for use during the week to which it 
relates and the seven succeeding weeks. 

6. (a) A retailer may at any time refuse to supply less than 1 Ib. of 
Jam 

(6) A retailer, whose only Jam in stock is Jam in its original con 
tainers, holding 3 lbs. or less, may refuse to supply Jam except in such 
original containers and against the appropriate number of coupons 

(¢) In every other case where a retailer has any Jam in stock, whether 
w not he has any loose Jam, he shall not refuse to sell Jam up to the 
amount represented by the coupons available for lawful use produced 
by the customer 

(d) Notwithstanding the provisions of sub-clause (a), but subject to 
the provisions of sub-clause (4), where a retailer has, before the date 
of these Directions, sold loose Jam in the usual course of business, the 
Food Committee may by instructions require him to continue to supply 
loose Jam in quantities of 4 ozs. or any multiple thereof. 

7. Where any Jam is supplied in an original container holding more 
than 4 ozs. any uncompleted 4 ozs. shall be excluded for the purpose 
of determining the number of coupons to be detached 

8. Until further notice a coupon marked ‘ Jam supplementary ”’ on 
a supplementary Jam leaf shall not be available for use 

9. Until further notice the following shall be the scale prescribed 
for the use of Jam in or by any catering establishment for the purposes 
of Clause 20 of the above Order provided that marmalade may be used 


in or by a catering establishment jn excess of the scale 
Meal Jam 
Breakfast 2/7th oz 
Luncheon, including middle-day dinner 1/14th oz 
Dinner, including supper and meat tea or fish tea 1/14th oz 
Tea 1/7th oz 


10. Subject to these Directions, the Directions for Retailers of Sugar 
and Butter and Margarine and their customers, dated the 3lst Decem- 
Ler, 1918 [S.R. & O. No. 1583 of 1918], shall apply with respect to Jam 
in the same way as they apply with respect to sugar, with necessary 
modifications. 

11. In these Directions the expression ‘‘ Jam 
conserve and marmalade. 

12. Failure to comply with any of these Directions is a summary 
fence under the Defence of the Realm Regulations 


29th January. 


shall include jelly, 


REVOCATION OF THE FEEDING OF GAME ORDER, 1917 

In exercise of the powers conferred upon him by the Defence of the 
Realm Regulations and of all other powers enabling him in that behalf, 
the Food Controller hereby revokes, as from the 10th February, 1919, 
the Feeding of Game Order, 1917 [S.R. and O. No. 66 of 1917), but 
without prejudice to any proceedings in respect of any contravention 
thereof. 

2th January. 

REVOCATION OF ORDERS. 

The Food Controller hereby revokes as on and from the 23rd February, 
1919, the Orders mentioned in the first column of the Schedule, to the 
extent specified in the second column of the Schedule, but without pre 
judice to any proceedings in respect of any contravention thereof 

5th February. 

THE SCHEDULE. 


Order revoked, Extent to which revoked. 


S. R. & O. No. 1089 of 1918; the Grocery | The whole Order. 
Syrup (Distribution to Manufacturers) | 
Order, 1918. 

8. R. & O. No. 1213 of 1918 ; the Jam and | Only tothe extent to which 
Syrup (Registration of Dealers) Order, | the Order relates to Syrup. 
1918. | 


CANNED SALMON (REQUISITION) ORDER, 1918 


Ge neral Licen t 


Notwithstand mg tie provisions of! Clause 2 tine ibove Order 
LS.R und O No. 1093 of 1918 , Canned Salmon packed the United 
States or Canada and not being at the time in the United Kingdom 
may be bought, sold or dealt by any person 


St February 


The ving | xd Order slso been issued 
Order Amend the Lmported Onions Order, 1918, 16th January 
The Oil and Fat Compound (Maximum Prices) Order, 1919. 3th 
J 
New Coal Controller 
Sir Evan Jones, Bt MP as at the request of His M njeaty s 
Government consented to accept the appointment of Controller of Coal 
Mines in succession to the late Sir Guy Calthrop 
Sir R ird Redmayne and Mr. A. Lowes Dickinson will continue to 
‘ is e principal tec cal and financial advisers to the Controller 
id Mr. F. Pick will, as hitherto, deal with the distribution of household 
fue Mr. W. A. Lee will continue to be Secretary of the Department, 
und will deal wit questions of export a vd prices as befor 
Military Service. 
l wing is the text of the new Military Service B 
\ Bul to make provision for the maintenance of such forces of the 
( 1 as may be required to meet exigencies arising before the 
rtieth day of April, nineteen hundred and twenty, and with 
respect to the conditions of service of such forces, and for purposes 


unected therewit 
Be t enacted & 


1. Power to prol ng peri 1 of Vavai, Vilitary w Aur Force Serviee.' 

1) If the competent authority is of opinion that, as respects any men 
to whom this section applies or an class of such men, they cannot 

msistently with the public interest be released from actual service at 
the time when in pursuance of the terms of their service they would 
be entitled to be dis iarged, any such Man may be retained and has 
service may be prolonged for such further period, not extending beyond 
the tuirtieth day of April, nineteen hundred and twe ty, as the com 
pete authority ma rder, but at the expiration of that period or at 
any earler date at which the competent authority con iders that he can 
be re ed. } sha be d scharged with all convenient speed 

2) The men to whom this section apples are men (not being soldiers 
of regula roces serving on a pre-war attestation) who at the ter- 
minat of the present war are im actual service in the naval, military 
‘ I rces His Majesty and whose term of actual service expires at 
the termination of the present war or before the said thirtieth day of 
April 

2. Continuation of certain provisions relating to terms of service (1) 
Notwithstanding anything in section one of the Army Transfer) Act 
1915, a soldier who in pursuance of that section has been transferred 
from one corps to another shall not until the said thirtieth day of April 


be entitled to be retransferred to the corpse in which he was serving at 


the time when he was so transferred 





2) Sections fourteen, fifteen, and sixteen of the Milit ary Service Act, 
1916 (Session 2). which relate to the transfer of officers and men of the 
territorial force, the constitation of corps of that force, and the liability 
of officers and men of that force to serve outside the United Kingdom 
shall continue in force until the said thirtieth day of April 


(3) The Army (Suspension of Sentences) Acta, 1915 and 1916, both as 
originally enacted and as applied to the Air Force, shall, from the passing 
of this Act and until the said thirtieth day ot April apply to soldiers 
and airmen whether employed on active gervice or not, and whether em 
pl ved beyond the seas or not, and shall have effect as if references to 
mprisonment and prison included references to detention and detention 
Darracnks 
3 Interpret utior ring, an l short title.) 1} In this Act. unless 
the context otherwise requires 
The expressiotr competent vuthority means in relation to the 

naval forces, the Admiralty, in relation to the military forces, the 
Army Council, and in relation to the air force, the Air Council 

The expression “ naval forces’ includes the marine forces 

The expression “ actu il service ’’ means, in the case of the military 
forces, army service, or, as respects men of the territ rial force, 
embodied service, an 1 in the case of the air force, air force service 


2) This Act shall not apply to any man to whom the Military Service 
Aote, 1916 to 1918, have been applied by virtue of the Military Service 
Conventions with Allied States) Act, 1917 

3) This Act may be cited aa the Naval, Military und Air Force 


Service Act, 1919, 





At Marlborough-street Police Court on 27th February, before Mr. 
Mead. A. W. Brabrant, of Selsdon-road, West Norwood, was summoned 
by the Law Society for unlawfully pretending to be a solicitor at an 
office in Bolton-street, Piccadilly, on 19th November last. The case 


was not contested, and Mr. Mead ordered the defendant to pay a fine of 








£5 and £5 costs 
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The Law Society. 





se 


and #« 
the years 1914 and 1915, and Mr. Sydney J Porter, who was elected 
three yea 
committe 


member 


rved 


rved as vice-preside 
f the committee 
i hairman I 


to have t 


James H argreave, who was elec 


nt ft 


in 


1911, 


the library 


ted a member of the committee in 189% 


rom 1910 to 1913 and as president 
last 


Your 


and had for the 
sub-committee 


report the death of the following members, viz 
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Session, 1918-19.—The 16th meeting of the Society was held 1 
Middie Temple Common Room, on Wednesday, 5th March, 1919 
8 p.m The s ibje t for debate was ‘That this war has been a bless 
in disguise Openel Mr. C.R Morden ; opposer Mr. M P. Fitzgera 
T motion was lost 
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Rent and 
UR 


REPORT OF 


We have received the fol 
A considk 


red plan for n 
email house tenants Woo tee 
be used by land ords 6 Al 
the othe: nd of property 
materials and iabour 


of their property, is offered 
of Rent and Mortgage Intere 
the Ministry of Reconstructi 


Mortgage 
estriction. 


LINISTRY OF REC 
COMMITTEE 


ONSTRU\ 


wing 1 the Ministry of Recon 
eelllyg dithcuities on the 
i ; the g s tage 
excu I on vy t 
( ers » hnd t 

t l t irg ) 

la rep t Committ t 


at 


Interest 


PION 


It will be remembered that t ] ease of Rent 1 Me Ne lutere 
War Restrictions Act, as passed December, 1915, and ded 
later Acts, was aimed primarily prevent the extort 5 t 
rents’’ during the period of the war, when little or » | ding ! 
could be done it applied only t ses whose rents ! \ 

did not exceed in the Metrop ylitan Police Dist 5 a ns ed & 
and elsewhere £26, and it provi led that in these Ses 1 re 3 iid 
be no increase, e ther during the w ol wv Sl pontos rds. above 
the standard rent—i.¢., the rent at w the Ise Was | . ord 
August, 1914 

The Report points out that since t pass \ ere has bee 
a considerable change in the circumstances. The t pairs 1 
management has rapidly increased, whil ler t Act nerease 
rent to cover these ext! L charges < r be evied If t present Act 
allowed to « xpi six months atte tne va re s s s the port 
* will undoubtedly rise consider bly The inere demanded 1 
many cases be reasonable, but wi the great & gy | ses W 
will exist, the opportunity to exact ‘ scarcit ents ‘ be present 
Further. this rease wou.d take piace t ne « extreme dis itio 
when demobilization is proceeding, whe cert ! int « memplo 
ment may be present, and when the incomes Vv age ers, if only 
because of the reduction in overtime, may be lower. ©O er hand 
the cost of building at the present time is enormous excess of t 
pre war st, and though this may s begin to f , tt w he ver 
high in the years immediately succeeding the nd kely to be 
permanently higher than the pre-war ¢ It will reasonable 
adds the Report, expect t t nil 0 ew yuses needed 
will be provided on economik nes in competit with the existing 
houses if the rents of these atte ré I ed i big lil thew 
present level.”’ 

The Report goes on to give under various Is wt sun es 


the evidence the Committee 
in the building, owning and 


of mortgagees (or in Scotlar 


ive taken from different 
occupation of yuses Witnesses « 
aid bond riders represe to 


nted 


isses interested 


} } ‘ 
yn behal 


the Com 





f ul the ndiord being compensated (though not necessar uly by the 
tenant the extra et <« repairs and other management eXpenses 
tually paid All we eed in principle that the good landlord should 
e jus ted Some trad fficials were prepared to agree that 
pr b 1 1 per t. 1 ease mortgay terest ia BS per cent 
> i i y t vevel that a sudden 
i ild erious industrial unrest 
| Ie nh two or more stages 
Tie reas ild be a wed to good 
i i to rs houses 
\ | 7 nun lard of habitability, 
l es, whi ar uy iabited 
t s " i 1 I vy we unanimous 
e iorm of a rent 
Wit ‘ t \\ I Worker National Com 
tlee I 1 i fi re? | rel ding and 
bal f ! n rooms 
i t f ul They thought that 
t i | Stat | il authorities 
‘ le tl new houses 
t | t bef the war, 
t t i ! m™m t become per 
l ‘ bu t } t restrictions 
nid ned la ir 1 tion t vners should 
he ‘ . Re ‘ tat of ’ iltura ibourers on 
t the i ! ( ! pre t em ol 
t tut i ! and tl wht that 
' i ‘ and ‘ iid be fixed at such a 
rent 1 so to be lependent 

f I 1 
| that t idopted t meet the present 
t et nue the future 
. } | t] ibaid land, 1 fect 
h, Stat nt | f ur the return to « nom con 
d 1 | { ma lef te re mmendations 
, ld faced } the Govern 
( g t ‘ the make the tollowing 
ry aoe 1 he 1 with modifications for a period 
f 4 t terminatior f the ! hat t say, should 

be lof 2 

| f . . ‘ ‘ nor I ) t nd rent hould 
ipo! he Abt d m) be permitted to mort- 











mittee that all restrictions on mortgages should be removed The hard- | 
ship of limiting the returns of one sma lass iwestor, frequently a |} 
man of small means, was forcib! put. At the same time witnesses were | 
prepared to admit that it might be necessary to continu I short | 
period the restriction in the rat mortgage interest geab nd 
agreed to this ste p provid reasonable increase in e rate of | 
interest were permitted. } 

For the house owners vitnesses emp sized a gt t ere tive 
cost of repairs, which they put t tr 100 per nt. to ZOO per t 
according to district, nd 1 the cost i ment gwen il T igh | 
in many cases repairs had not been done during the ! et these 
repairs would have to be done eventual! ind would then cost more 
The gerieral effect of the evidence was that before the war repairs | 
amounted to approximate ly 20 per cent. of e re exclusive rates 
and that their cost at present might be take 1s « siderably more tt | 
double the pre-war cost To ‘ this d gen itgoings an im 
crease of some 20 px r cent f net rer “" ild be equired Further | 
an increase of 1 per cent. on the net retu to ‘ er upor s capit | 
{to cover an extra 1 per ce to mortga ~ ere $1 mos 4 | 
the property is mortgaged) ild require nereas ental t | 
least 15 per cent. To place owners sz position as in 1914, | 
therefore, 4 35 per cent. increase ental should be permitted. | 
The owners < tended that the produ rs " ild b t ted | 
in the same Way as Obher pl vd ers 1 that i t es } 
them to pre-war prices when ot ted At t | 
time, they were desirous of pre owner charging ! ! 
rent,’’ and realized that some b period | 
after the war. Indeed, ma: y of them thought that the effe 
all restriction would be that mortgages ild be l 1 sales | 
Would take piace, and owners would be ruined ! 

Witnesses on behalf of the builders gave similar eviden to it | 
the owners pointing out particularly, however, that the effect e | 
restriction of rents would be to prevent new building aft , 
It Was not to be expected that houses could be yuil ‘ , ! es 
fo long as the policy of restricting tents existing vas | 
tinued A commercial rent could t he bt 1 A in 
competition with similar existau g yuses buil t é t nd 
Testricted in rent. 

On behalf of house tenants evidence was given by a number wit 
Nesses representing important labour and tenants’ organizations. The 

= Yiews expressed were various. All were against the restriction of rents 
‘ 


ing entirely removed at the 


expiration »f the pre sent Act, but 


were if 


W. WHITELEY, LTD. 


AUCTIONEERS, 
EXPERT VALUERS AND ESTATE AGENTS, 


QUEEN’S ROAD, LONDON, W. 2. 


VALUATIONS ror PROBATE, 


ESTATE DUTY, SALE, FIRE INSURANCE, ETC. 


SALES EVERY THURSDAY, 
WEDNESDAY, 


IN 


LONDON’S LARGEST SALEROOM. 


AUCTION 
VIEW ON 


TeLuorams: “WHITELEY LONDON,” 


PHons No. : PARK ONE (40 Linge). 














= 


THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & WEEKLY REPORTER. 


Mar. 8, 1919 





gagees and owners of existing houses, who, but for the statutory 
restrictions, would be otherwise free to demand increases :— 

Mortgagees should be entitled, in cases where the standard rate of 
interest is less than 5 per cent., to an increase— 

(a) at the end of six months after the termination of the war 
of an amount not exceeding 4 per cent. ; 
(b) at the end of another twelve months of a further amount 
not exceeding 4 per cent., but with a maximum of 5 per cent 

Owners should be entitled to increase tneir rent, at the end of six 
months after the termination of the war, by an amount not exceeding 
10 per cent. of the rents exclusive of rates 

At the expiration of another twelve months they should be entitled 
to increase their rents further by an amount not exceeding 15 per 
cent, of the present rents, exclusive of rates, upon obtaining a certificate 
from the Local Authority to the effect that the house in respect of 
which the increase in rent is contemplated is, at the time of the cer- 
tificate, in reasonable tenantable repair and condition 

In the case of agricultural cottages, if in any district the standard 
rent, with the addition recommended by the Committee, is less than 
the value for the time being fixed for a labourer’s cottage for the 
purposes of calculating the benefits which may be reckoned as payment 
of wages in lieu of cash in the case of any minimum rate of wages under 
the Corn Production Act, 1917, then that value should be taken as the 
the time being under the Increase of Rent, & 


maximum rental for 
Council should have power to vary the standard 


Acts. ‘The County 
rent in certain special cases 

The values of houses falling within the Acts should 
not be increased during the continuance of the restrictions in conse 
quence of the additions to rent which we recommend should be per 
mitted; houses built hereafter should be put into as good a position 
as regards rating as similar existing houses; and certain other altera 
tions should be made in regard to rates and taxes 

As the present deduction in respect of the cost of repairs and 
management for the purposes of income tax under Schedule A. appears 
to the Committee to be inadequate—at any rate in the case of small house 
property—a larger deduction should be allowed to owners of houses 
falling within the Acts provision should, however, be made 
to ensure that this larger allowance should not be obtained in cases 
where proper repairs have not been done 

In cases where a person has purchased a dwelling house since Wh 
September, 1917, and requires the premises for his own occupation, ©1 
for that of some person in his employ, or in the employ of some tenant 
from him, a County Court Judge shall have power, upon application 
being made to him, to make an order for possession if, after considera 
tion of all the circumstances, including the presence or otherwise of 
suitable alternative accommodation, he shall consider it reasonable 

The restrictions should not apply to houses built hereafter 

In a minority report Mr. Dan Rider and Wm. B. Neville disagreed 
with the proposal that rent should be increased to cover an increased 
rate of interest to 


rateable 


Some 


mortgagees 
Obituary. 
Mr. K, F. Callaghan. 

We regret to record that Mr. KennetH Forp Cattacnan, president 
of the Hardwicke Society, died of pneumonia on 16th February. He 
had been associated with the society for some time, and he had brought 
to it a reputation from the Cambridge Union for eloquence in debate. 
This reputation he fully justified, and he was one of the best debaters 
that the Hardwicke Society has had during recent years. 

Educated at Stonyhurst and at Caius College, where he graduated 
in 1911 and took his LL.B. in 1915, he joined the Middle Temple, and 
was called to the Bar there in 1913. He was a pupil of Mr. McCardie 
(now the Judge of the King’s Bench Division), and his abilities led 
his fellow students to prophesies of his future which were gratifying 


to their sentiments of affection towards him as a colleague. Two of 
his brothers were serving in France at the time of his death. 


Legal N ews, 


Information Required. 

TO SOLICITORS AND OTHERS.—<Any person having knowledge 
or information concerning any will or codicil of Jonathan Risien, 
deceased, who died at 142, Uxbridge-road, Shepherd's Bush, W., retired 
jeweller, on the 18th February last, is requested to communicate at once 
with Messrs. Leoni and Deards, 31, Bedford-row, W.C. 1, solicitors for 
the next-of-kin. 


Changes in Partnerships. 


Dissolutions. 


Leonarp Auttaw Beymam, Watter Henry Barretr and WaLtTEer 
Joseru SyNnott, solicitors (Benham, Barrett & Synnott), Suffolk House, 
Laurence Pountney-hill, E.C. 4. Dec. 31. So far as concerns the said 





Walter Henry Barrett, who retires from the said firm; such business 





will be carried on in the future by the said Leonard Allen Benham and 
Walter Joseph Synnott in partnership with John Seymour Wade under 
the style of Benham, Synnott & Wade. 

Cuartes Epmowp Vickers, Roperr Montacu Brown, Henry 
Reomwvacp Vickers and Ggorck ALExanpER Irvine Huntsman 
solicitors (Henry Vickers, Son & Brown), 50, Bank-street, Sheffield. 


Dec. 31. So far as relates to the said George Alexander Irvine Hunts- 
man. [Gazette, Feb. 2. 
Henry Greenway and Tuomas Parker, solicitors (Greenway & 


Parker), 10, Athenwum-terrace, Plymouth. Feb. 12. 


EpwarD Westwoop, Epwin Homer and Sranitey Morris, solicitors 
(Edwd. Westwood & Co.), 3%, Bennett’s-hill, Birmingham. Jan. 14. 
The said Edward Westwood and Stanley Morris will continue the said 
business under the style or firm of Westwood, Morris & Co. 

(Gazette, March 4. 


General. 


A young married woman complained, says the 71mes, to Mr. d’Eyn 
court at Marylebone Police Court, on 26th February, that during 
the four months her husband had been home from the army he had 
never spoken to her. Oceasionally he spoke at her through her 
children, but that was all, and meanwhile he lived and slept in the 
kitchen by himself. The Magistrate—Have you asked him why he 
behaves in that way ?—Yes; but he never answers me. Is he in his 
right mind ’—People think he is not; but then it is awful to live a 
life like that. Mr. d’Eyncourt remarked that considerable powers were 
given to magistrates now, but they could not make a man speak to 
his wife if he did not want to. He asked the court missionary to see 
the husband. 

At the Westminster Police Court on 26th February the Army and 
Navy Auxiliary Stores, Francis-street, Westminster, were summoned 
under the Wild Birds Protection Act for unlawfully having in their 
possession 23 goldfinches recently taken. Mr. Polhill, prosecuting for 
the R.S.P.C.A., said on 16th January last an inspector visiting the 
zoological department of the stores found a cage containing 23 gold 
finches in a very terrified state. The birds had evidently been recently 
caught and caged. Mr. W. 8. Ansell, buyer in the zoological depart 
ment of the stores, said that when he got the birds from the dealer he 
was assured that they were from Ireland and that there were no 
restrictions. Mr. Chapman ordered the defendants to pay a fine of 
£5 and two guineas costs. 

At Bow-street Police Court, on 27th February, before Mr. Graham 
Campbell, the hearing was concluded of the case in which Oswald 
Milne, of Weybridge, formerly practising as a solicitor at Clement’s- 
inn, Strand, W.C., was summoned for having on various dates since 
1915 appropriated to his own use and benefit moneys amounting to over 
£2,000 received by him either in the capacity of a trustee or as 
solicitor to other trustees, for and on account of Nellie Clews, Clara 
Donlon, Charles Milne, Frederick Alexander Milne, Mary L. Milne, 
and Benjamin Hall Blyth. The case had been before the court since 
10th December The defendant, who pleaded ‘‘ Not guilty,’ and 
reserved his defence, was committed for trial at the Central Criminal 
Court, his own bail in the sum of £100 being accepted for his 
appearance. 

In the House of Commons on the 26th ult., Mr. Stanley Baldwin, 
Joint Financial Secretary to the Treasury, replying to a question by 
Lieutenant-Colonel Sir F. Hall about the appointment of Mr. O. R. A 
Simpkin as Public Trustee by the Lord Chancellor, said : Mr. Simpkin 
is a barrister practising on the Chancery side. He has been employed 
throughout the war in the War Trade Intelligence Department, where 
he has given proof of great business capacity and has had very large 
business experience. The claims and qualifications of existing members 
of the permanent staff were considered before the appointment was 
made. It would be invidious in the case of gentlemen in their position 
to state the grounds upon which it was considered that Mr. Simpkin 
would prove a more suitable holder of the post. The appointment 
was made after consultation with the Treasury and after an exhaustive 
consideration of the qualifications of all persons, whether in the public 
service or outside it, who could be considered as possible candidates for 
the appointment. 

Alderman W. Regester, who is resigning the chairmanship of the 
Middlesex County Council after many years’ service in that office, 
referred in his farewell address to the council on 27th February, says 
the Times, to the movement in favour of absorbing Middlesex in the 
The idea, he said, was to wipe Middlesex from 

Why’? Had London done so much better than 
When he suggested that London should con 
tribute largely to the cost of the new West Road members of the 
London County Council described him as selfish. He denied that 
Middlesex was selfish, but they were not there for philanthropic pur- 
poses, and he hoped that the attempt to absorb Middlesex would be 
defeated. Sir Herbert Nield, K.C., M.P., proposed a resolution calling 
a conference of the Parliamentary representatives of the county and the 
adjoining counties to deal with the matter. In reply to a question, he 
said a Bill had not yet been brought before the House. But the two 
parties on the London County Council were agreed, and something 
would be done. Middlesex members of Parliament had taken time 
by the forelock, and had formed themselves into a committee to con- 
sider the question. The resolution was carried. 


county of London. 
the map of England. 
Middlesex in the past? 
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Court Papers. 


Supreme Court of Judicature. 
Rota oF REGISTRARS IN ATTENDANCE ON 












Date EMERGENCY APreaL Count Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
P RoTA. No. 1. EVE. SARGANT. 

Monday.. Mar. 10 Mr. Borrer Mr. Floxam Mr. Jolly Mr. Synge 
BUNGE ccccce BA Gv idsch midt Borrer synge Bioxam 
Wednesday .. 12 Leac, Goidschmidt Bluxam borrer 
Thursday .... 13 Church Leach horrer Goidschmid 
SY wedseoee 4 Farmer Church Goluschmidt Leach 
Saturday .... 15 Jolly Farmer Leach Cuarch 

















Mr. Justice Mr. Justice Mr. Justice Mr. Justice P.O. 

ASTBURY. Younogr, PETERSON, LAWRENCE 
Monday.. Mar. 10 Mr. Farmer Mr. Church Mr. Leach Mr. Goidschmid 
Tusday . ll Jolly Farmer Church Leach 
Wed.esday ov Syne J. ly Farmer Church 
Tnureday .... 13 Bloxam Syuge Jolly Farmer 
SE <cenccese Mh Borrer Bloxam syuge Joly 
Gaturuay .... 16 Loluschmidt Borrer Blesam Synge 
















Winding-up Notices. 


JOINT STOCK COMPANIES 


Limitep IN OBANCERY 





London Gazette.—Fripay, Feb. 21 





Ciry Arms Tavern anv Hore Co., 






or claims, to Hugh Carden Layton, 29, Budge-row, liquidator. 





their names end addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, te Sir 
Arthur Francis Whinney, K.B.E., 48, Frederick’s-pl., liquidator 








of their debts or claims, to Thomas Henry Bailey, 9, Chapel-st., 
liqyidator. 

Hartivroots TcurKisa Barus, Lrp.- 
to send their names and addresses, and the particulars, of their debts or claims, 
to Mr. Ralph Thomas Warwick, 3, Scarborough-st., West Hartlepool, liquidator. 

ManvuractuRine Conrectioners’ ALtiance, Ltp.—Creditors are 








or claims, to Oliver Sunderland, 15, Eastcheap, liquidator. 





JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 


LIMITED IN OBANCERY. 





London Gazette.—Tvurspary, Feb. 25 





Associatep Omx1avs Co., Ltp. (In Votuntary LiqurpaTion).—Oreditors are required, 
on or before March 6, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of 
their debts or claims, to John Baker, Eldon-st. House, Eldon-st., liquidator. 

Kano Sxnpicate, Lap. (In Votcntary LigtipaTion).—Creditors are required, on or 
before March 11, to send in their names and eddresees, and particulars of their 
debts or claims, to Henry Harradine Mason, 3, London Wall-biige., liquidator. 

Provincia, OmNiscs Owners’ Association (incorporated) (IN Votuntary Ligv! 
DATION).—Creditors are required, on or before March 23, to send their names 
and addresses, and particulars of their .debts or claims, to Laurence George 
Oldfield, 11, Old Jewry-chmbrs., liquidator 

Nosgseeck Steam Fisnine Co., Lrp. (in Votcuntany Liguipation).—Creditors are 
required, on or before March 19, to send their names and addresses and the 






















particulars of their lebts or claims, to Augustus Frederick Fynney, Empress- 
ehmbrs., Church-st., Blackpool, liquidator 
JOINT STOCK OOMPANIES 
Limitep us CHANCERY 
London Gazette.—Fripar, Feb. 2 
British Wire SritcHIne Macurne Co., Lrp (In Votrntarr Liqurpation.) 





Creditors are required, on or before March 6, to send their names and addresses, 
and the particulars of their debts and claims, to E. F. Champion, 10, Union-t., 
Old Broad-st., liquidator 

Kyicur & Coie, Lrp. (in Voiuntany Ligutpation.)—Creditors are required, on 
or before March 15, to send their names and addresses, and the partioulars of 







their debta or claims, to George James Toy, F.C.A., 16 and 17, South-st., 
liquidator. 
Wincosank & Biacksven Listrat Civs Buiprves Co., Lrp. (IN Votuntarr 


LigvuipaTion.)—Creditors sre required, on or before March 21, to send in their 
names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Charlee 
Henry Farker, 4, Crimicar-lane, Sheffield, liquidator 






JOINT STOCK COMPANIES 
LiMitep IN CHANCERY 
Tvrspay, March 4 






London Gazette 


Aycnor Metat Works, Ltp.—Creditors are required, on or before April 4, to send 
their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debte or claims, to Mr 
Theodore David Neal, 110, Edmund-st., Birmingham, liquidator 

Tor Broox Launprr, Ltp. (In Liguipation.)—Oreditors are required, on or before 
March 27, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts 
or claims, to Roland Cyril Saint, 22, Lowther-st., Carlisle, liquidator 






Resolutions for Winding-up Voluntartiy. 


London Gazette.—Futipar, Feb. &i. 


Continental Tale Co., Ltd. L. E. P. Syndicate, Ltd. 

Banister Park (Southampton) Bolwing Portland Cement Supply Co. of Mexico, 
and Recreation Co., Ltd. L 

Penton, Levy & Co., Ltd. Hartlepools Turkish Baths, Ltd. 

Anglo-American Bowling Syndicate, Ltd. Henry Smith (West Hartlepool), Lt 
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Lrp.—Creditors are required, on or before 
April 7, to send in their names and addresses, and full particulars of their debts | 


Cranes (Bieminenam), Ltp.—Creditors are required, on or before April 2, to send 

Epwagp Dewsorst, Lrp. (In Votontany Ligquipation).—Creditors are required, 
on or before March 15, to send in their names and addresses, with particulars 

Preston, 

Creditors are required, on or before April 30, 


required, on or before 
March 18, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts = — 
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LAW KEVERSIONANY INTEREST SOCIETY 


LIMITED. 


No. 15, LINCOLN’S INN FIELDS, LONDON, W.C. 
ESTABLISHED 1868, 





Capital Stock ie vale a | ae 
Debenture Stock - “ - ae -— £331,130 
REVERSIONS PURCHASED. ADVANCES MADE THEREON. 
t Forms ef Propesai and full information cam be ebtained at the Society's Ofies. 


@. H. MAYNE, Seeretary. 





London Gazette.—Tvurspar, Feb. 25 


t Adams British Oil Co., Ltd Bull, Hardy & Boyce, Ltd 
Vaal River Gold Estates, Ltd H. V. Smith & Oo., Ltd 
Kottle Bon Marche, Ltd Portable Kiectric Motors, Ltd 
Flint Castle Ship Co., Lt Norbreck Steam Fishing Oo., Ltd 


C.V.0. Chemical Work Ltd B. A. Gaunt & Co., Ltd 
Seeptre Aviation Co., Ltd Reading Couservative Club Co,, Ltd 
Robert Yule & ¢ Ltd Walter Harris, Ltd 














London Fripay, Feb. 2 





Anchor Diamond Mines, Ltd Prahova (Roumenia) Petroleum Syndi 
British Monogram Ou Co Ltd cate, Ltd 
Broom Leys bstate Co., Ltd Kerph ' Carvuretter and Motor Equip 
Kosmos Concessionaires, Lt ments Co., Ltd 

Kingway Golf Club, Ltd Robert England, Ltd 

London Gazett Turspar, Maroh 4 

|} Aldridge, Salmon & ( Ltd Staince Machine Co., Ltd 
i. wa oe h & Co., Ltd Sandeman, Buck & ( Ltd 

| Engineeris Equipment ¢ Swansea Parrock Ideal Furnishing wo., Ltd 

Ltd Souipbrokere & Agents, Lid 

Brocklies & Kimberley, Ltd loye, Ltd 
Meade & Co., Ltd Nottingham and Nottinghamshire 
Petrol Supply Co., Ltd Banking Co., Ltd 


— 

Winding-up of Enemy Businesses. 
London Gazette.--FRivay, Feb. 

4. Fox & Co., Ltp.—Creditors are required to send, by prepaid post, to R. Evans 


Smith, F..A 3, New Broad-st., controller 


Creditors’ Notices. 


Under Estates in Chancery. 
Last Dar or Clatm. 


London Gazette Fripar, Feb. 21 


Donkin, Wittiam Tuomas, St. John's-rd., Holloway. March 24. Donkin & Another 
v. Donkin, Younger, J Sir Frank Crisp, 17, Throgmorton-av 
Sreev, Water Hamiyn, Sackville-st., Piccadilly, Solicitor. April 24. Collis ¥. 


Speed, Eve, J Alfred Baker, Lennox Hous Norfolk-et., Strand 


Under 22 & 23 Vict. cap. 35. 
Last Dar oF OLAim 


London Gazette Fripar, Feb. 21 


Attess, Jonn, Chasetown, Staffs, Groeengrocer May 1. Enoch Evans & Bon, 
Walsall 
Avsin, Eviza, Brighton. Mareh 3. J. K. Nye & Donne, Brighton 
Berrs, Epwarp Perro, Camberley, Surrey March 24 i.re8mh 
. 


Lincoln's inn-fiekds 


Tweedie, 5, 


Bisnor, Basit Freperic, Northwood, Middx April 23. Weld & Beavan, 9, Bedford 
row. 
Bowrine, Henry Epwarp, Torquay. April 1. Torr & Co., 3, Princes-st 


April 1. Rollit, Sons & Compston, 3, Mincing-in 


Brapier, Lucy AsHten, Margat 
March 22. Charlies Lord, Man 


Beooks, Mary Bearnice, Brooklands, Chester 
chester 
|} Buriter, Crci.t 
| Casox, Wittiam, West Ham 
| ln. House 
Cawston, Grorer, Austin-friars, Stockbroker 
| 63, Queen Victoria-st 
| Ctange, Akrucr, Smethwick. May 1. Lane, Clutterbuck & Co., Birmingham 
| Cops, Matitva, Faversham, Kent. April 1. Smith & Payn, Feversham, Kent 
Coox, Wittism, Birkenhead, Hardware Dealer. March 28. Evens, Lockett & Co., 
Liverpool 
Daxers, James McLanex, Henniker-gdns, East Ham 
White & Brutton, 52, Bedford-row 
| Dawes, Lovis Cuaniss, Truro, Pawnbroker. March 17 
|} Dickenson, Joserm Frepexricx, Mansfield, Notts, Chemist 
| Nottingham 





Walsall March 31 E. Irwin Miller, Walsall 
Kesex March 2& Peter Thomas & Clark, Bush 


March 25. Bell, Brodrick & Gray 


March 2. Reid, Sharman, 


Coulter Hancock, Truro 
March 27. J. J. Traveil, 
Dvxs, Taomas, April-st., Kingsland. March 2 Hewitt, Woollacott & Chown, 154, 
Leadenhall-st 
Eastwoop, Stantsy Grorer, Old Park-rd., 
| Jarvis, 2, Billiter-sq.-bdge 
» Exworts, Carowixe, Bournemouth. March 5. Aldridge 


Palmers Green. March 2%. Edgar F 


Haydon & Whittingham 


Christchurch, Hants 


Ezra, Davip, Loose, Kent. March 18. Tatham & Lousada, 16, Old Broad-st 


| Farqvmar, Sir Watter Ranvotra FitzRoy, 3, Eaton-sq. April 9. Radclifies & Hood, 

j 28, Old Queen-st 

| Fince, Wiitusm Hexer, Lymm, Chester. March 28. Chapman, Roberts & Beck, 
Manchester 


FirzGenatp, Ciarisse Fannxr, Hove. March 22. Fitshugh, Woolley, Baines «& 
Woolley, Brighton é 
| Fowter, Susanwxa, Malvern Wells, Worcester 


| Smith, Birmingham. 


| Gatris, Annis Law, Orme-ct., 





Merch 31. Musgrove, Lee & Arthur 


Bayswater-rd. April 5. Orawley, Arnold & Co., 1, 


Dean's-yd. 
Gaspom, Saag Emitr, Mancheste r. April 16. Farrar & Co., Manchester. 
| Gtorw, Grace Ans, Whim) I 1. March 17. Geore & Mathew, Buoter. 
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Sanps, THomas. Acton. March 20. C. Groebel & Co., 63, St. Mertin’s-In Woot 
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Wootssos, Puiir, Manchester, General Dealer. March 31. Wiee & Wise, Man Moraax, G Buacks Sunderland. March 27. Griffith & Co., Newoastle-on- 
chester. Tyn , 
Joune, Heasert Epwarp, High Wycombe, Chemist. March 31. Bliss & Sons, Hich Morgax, Josern, Tetehill, Ellesmere, Salop. March 31. Deputy Public Trustee 
Wycombe. | Manchest ol Sn z 
London Gazette.—Tvtspar, March 4 = Th r a. ee FR, eS. ee See Ys eee 
Asxew. JouN, Cullercoats, Northumberland, Railway Servant. March 238. Keen Merrin, Caries, Upwe Norfolk. April 6. Sou & Dennis, Wisbech 
side & Forster, Newcastle-upon-Tyne Farsons, | ~ Sornia, Oxford Apr » Wilkin foy, Chipping Norton. 
Actos, Steraen, Tipton, Staffs March 31. Charles R Tipton PHILLIPS, | siuta, Enfield April 4. Proudfoot & Chaplin, 5, Verulam-bldge 
Aruersvcn, Atsert Evwarp, Totterdown, Brist Baker Mar 38, Wanabr ~ | Parttirs, Harry Cracpr, Wellington, 8 I April & Thomas Coates & Co., Bir- 
Robinson, Tayler & Taylor, Brist min . 
Bimnivorox, Mary, Stoke St. Gregory, Somerset " 25 Y.P & Kite RarsTRick, HEN Bradford, Woolk Manufacturer. Mareh 31. Mumfard, Joha 
Taunton | son & Bradford 
Bexsett, Witttam, Burton-on-Trent Signalma M 25 rms Ta r | Ros Shaw, Ecizaseta, Sheffield \ , Ww a Irons, Sheffiek 
Burton-on-Trent ; Staw, P y Liont \ Spa ' 12. S. Giesing Ske 1, Lineoln'’s 
Berny, Many ANN Pratt, Edenbridge, Kent. Apr Snow. |} &H ” - In-fie 
Great St. Thomas Apostl | SHUTTLE A\gracn, For rbridg s ton, Farmer April 19. Francis A 
Baawr, Francis, Manson-pl., Quee K« t ‘ 1 W Stam. | J R Hant 
mers & Co., 52, Cok in-et he ' \y I t Dun, Yor \ 11 Rarker « Maveé 1, Hall 
Beooxs, Herserr, fF rinces-cdns., Middls April 4. P G te & ¢ a, | Se EMMA BRAYSHA Rook mou nt I r N \ ! April 10. Holmes, Son 
Michael's Rectory, Cornhill & Pott, Capel House, New Broad-st 
Cuarmax, Henry Ropert, Trinity-st., Southwark, Ra let Mer nt Snrit | 3 Esther, Birmis vn Mareh 27. Wallace Robinson & Morgan, Birmingham 
7. John B. & F. Purchase 14, Re t-st F i 5 San i r Mareh 27 Wallac R n & Morgan, Bir- 
(Cuaven, Marr, Bournemout! Morch 25. Fitz Raines & We | 
Briehton Srva Vi mw Ih ms, MA Albert Brix Battersea Parl May 31 Chas 
Coviirre, Sir Foster Hvuen Eerrrox, Oxford-ter. M a] Pott Pott . s x 5 Ss, Akderma 
Gardner, Chester T aa tan t 4 14 Pa r. Garrett & ¢ St. Michae Revtory, 
De CILtaRtT pe ta VILLENEUVE, Flora MacGrera ( t fl Fr 4 oF 
5. Church, Adams & Co., 11, Bedford-row Vert t Arurer, I Yor Ss 1 Hair M rt March 31 
Descoins, Henri Hiprotyre Jean Barrisre, Paris, Fr April 14. Parker. Gar Walt : H. Foster, Leeds 
rett & Co., St. Michael’e Rectory, Cornhill ‘ Wrir [HOM Henprrson, Ruethall-ar Bex rd Park March 390 W 4. Ga 
Derrox, Geores Bririner, Endon, Staffs, Farmer \ 10. R. Heate ‘ s Dav 1 & Co., Bank-bldgs., Act 
Burslen W ITT R Daniex Gatm, S« ( ‘ Mar 1. Sitwe & Harvey, 
Emerson, MajorGen. Atrxanper Lrox, Tauntor Ma 2%. G. H. Kite & 8 
Taunton 
Ewart, Joux, Limpsfield, Surrey. April 4 Parker, Garrett & ( St. Micha 
tectory, Cornhill 2 
Firupixne, Lypra, Greetland, near Halifax April 12 J Root * H sal) | 
Halifax VALUATIONS FOR INSURANCE. It is very essential! that all 
I Dorchester | Policy Holders should have a detailed valuation of their effecte. Pro 


Frere, Eviza, Upwey, Dorset March 31 Lock, Reed & 
“ ril ily very inadequately insured, and in case of loss insurers 


Hattawewt, Evizanera ANN Kenworrny, Lee 4 6 Craven & (le I 1 pe . ne 
Hlorrow, Evtza, Manchester. March 31. 0. Collier Litth Manchester , ate . 
ie ten ta hae @ Mietens Gadinen & Oe ae ek te a | suffer rdingly. DEBENHAM, STORR & SONS (LIMITED), 
Jarre, Joseru, Knatchbull-rd., Camberwe April 10. Theodore Goddard & ( , 26. King-street, Covent-garden, W.C. 2, the well-known valuers and 
. ar nn : wel . . chatt auct neers (established over 100 years), have a staff of Expert 
NOWLES JPORGE LFRED, aller-r low Cr s Gat Wi ! De - . } } ] . } 

March 28 Best & Best, 24, Budge-row . . Valuers ynd Will be g vd to advise those desiring valuations for any 
Mires-Battey, Groree Mries, Duchess-st Portland-p! Apr 9 P ° Garrett purpose Jewels plate, furs, furniture, works oi art, bric-a brac, a 

& Co., St. Michael's Rectory, Cornhill! speciality Apvr.] 





ADJUDICATIONS ADJUDICATION ANNULLED 


UNO «TS i ae as munities tint, Woneee GE Sanu ae 
= - : t Hieh Court. Pet. Jar Oo Fe 13 | Mer nt. Rochester. Adjud. June 3, 1908 Re- 
London Gazette.—TUESDAY, Feb. 18 Coes, &. B. E.. Wermout Yor ped Th o or | . Order. June 1 1908, rescinded Annual 
FIRST MEETINGS k 13 ’ ~ | } 12 1919 
Bervxany, Hanowp, Clifton Junction, Lancs, Farmer. | Datton, Heyny, Gravesend, W anle } Sa an. | 
Feb. 26 at 2.30. Off. Reo., Byrom-st., Manchester Rochester. Pet. Feb. 14. Ord. } ‘ : Pre nner ‘a 
IPS ! hulfor ‘ailog hob , GLASS pear JOnN ry \ ‘ } ot 
re s138. Mesore. Hie yy: ;, Mili-se rot. 16 Ord Feb ;, RECEIVING ORDERS 
Bedford Haprrenp. Frep Rorie. St ‘ i ‘ et , Get ' Note ale Hich Court Pet 
Gray, Oscar, Redford-row, Farmer Fe % at 12 Dew 1 Ord. Pe is | 1) , oO k T 
Bankruptey-bkigs., Carey-st ) Vater, Addle-st., W M H | Barre, Hes Main Newport, Mon. G N 
Geyvitt, James Mowntacer tnrer, Walkd * La ( rt Pet. N mm Or rt Pet. F iS Ord. } 18 
Feb. 26 at 3. Off. Rec., Byrom-st., Manchest Pp ocx. Ricwarp THoms. 1 —— a | retest Renee Velie Diliee Teh Sik os 
Pace, Janette, Huddersfield. Feb. 25 at 2.30. Counts Let. Fob. 14. Ord. F 14 Ord. ¥ 7 
Court House, Queen-st., Huddersfield I CHargies Lewis LAwRrené ~ ‘4 Greew & Green, Be t Barbican, Blouse Manufas 
Rarmoxp, F. D., Queen-s Bloomsb Financier Hastir Pet. Fe 4. O i 4 f Hich ¢ rt Pet. Jan. 20. Ord. Feb. 19 
Feb. 26 at 11. jankruptey-bhigs., Car st SriaNDING Many Exvrzanern. ( | . Gusecey Bacrunes & Gon. Kis Jonwnan,. an. What 
Rostnson, Francis, Tav l. F 8 at 1! Pet. Fet $. Ord. Feb. 13 | Pr n Merchants Kingston-upon-Hull 
Bankruy t vldge., Ca t Sriur Frep. Merthyr 7 } f Pet. J ( oO k 18 
Suartwoop, Arrarr THOMA Edgware, Midd’x. } | I Pet. F 13. O I H Bp Harnorn Ror Wood field-av Streathan 
% at 12. Off. Rec., 14, Bedford-row | Viexrs Grorer. Harrow. H ‘ Wandsewort Pet. De 19. Ord. Feb, 18 
Stitnc, Frep, Merthyr Tydfil, Fr F 27 at | Or Feb. 1 H Hexray WritsaMm, Rossiter-rd., Balham, Instre 
12. Off. Ree., County Cour Town Ha Merthyr | Yo ALA Ricwarp Sr. Jon~s ‘ | nt Maker, Wan rt Pet. } 18 Or 
Tydfil | ton. Pet. Dec. 13. O } k 18 














THE LICENSES AND GENERAL INSURANCE Go., LtD. 
CONDUCTING THE INSURANCE POOL or selected risks. 
FIRE, BURGLARY LOSS OF PROFIT. EMPLOYERS’, FIDELITY, GLASS, 


MOTOR, PUBLIC LIABILITY, etc., etc. 
Non-Mutual except in respect of PROFITS which are distributed annually to the Policy Holders 


THE POOL COMPREHENSIVE FAMILY POLICY at 4/6 per cent. is the most complete Policy ever offered to householders, 











THE POOL COMPREHENSIVE SHOPKEEPERS' POLICY Covers all Risks under One Document for One Inclusive Premium 


LICENSE SPECIALISTS IN ALL LICENSING MATTERS 
Suitable Clauses for Insertion in Leases; and Mortgages of 


INSU RANCE. Licensed Property, settled ty Counsel,{will be sent ‘on application. 
24, MOORGATE ST., E.C. 2. 
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Leowarp, High Court 


Feb. 19 


Mippustow, Cmsnies 
Pet. Jan. 3. Ord 


Ealing 


Night 
Ord 


Colliery 
Feb. 17 


Glam 
Pet 


Tuomas, Fochriw, 
Merthyr Tydal 


Tromas 
Lander 
Feb. 17 


FIRST MEETINGS 


Octavivs, Belbroughton, Worcester March 3 
Off. Re« ll, Copenhagen-st., Worcester 


Astor, 
at 11.30. 
March Bank 


Jermyn-st sat lZ 


Carey-st 


Basen, Groner FE 
ruptcy-bdge., 


Wholesale 
High-st 


Fruit 
Roe he 


Henwayr, Gravesend 
3 at 12. Wa, 


Daron 
March 


Sa@icsinano 


James Hamiiron olchestet March 1 at 12 


Hotel, Colchester 


PRancis 
Cups 


Manufa 


Carey-st 


at Barbican, Blouse 
Bankruptcy -bidgs 


Gaeex, B 
Mar. 4 at I! 


ech 


Garren & 
turers 


Hist, Hever Witt, Rossiter-rd. Balham, Inatra 
ment Maker. March 3 at 11. 132, York-rd., West 
minster Bridge-rd 

Mippteronw, Caanies Lronanp March 4 

Bankruptcy-bkigs., Care 


Baling 
‘ 


v-s 
NicHo.s, LLEwettry, Olton, Warwick 
Fob. 23 at 11.30. Of. Re 

Corporation-st Birmingham 


Insurance 
Ruskin-chmbrs 


Tuomas, Liandrin:. Mar 


ewtown 


Picestoce Ricwarp 


3. 1, High-st 
Sreversonw, Watrer 
Bankruptey-bid 


JAMES March 


Carey-sat 

Tnomas Tomas Fochriw 
Lander. March 4 at 2.15 
Town Hall, Marthyr Tydfil 

Warenr West Hartlepool 
at 2.30 Rex 1, Manor-p! 


Strand 


Glam Collier 
Off. Ree. Count 
Farmer Mar 


Sunderland 


WrtLtam 
on 


ADJUDICATIONS 

ron. Cliford-et Re 
Ord. Feb. 17 

Hous 
Feb 
ort Mor 
Ord, F 


BievKkinon, Atrren Vi 
Court Pet. Ja 6 
Boon Tuomas, & ' ! B ton 
High Court Pet Ord 
Brirrir Hever Maine New 
N rt, Mon Pet. Fel 1s 
Wriitam Henney, Boltor 
Ord. Feb. 17 
HeaTuer Waren 
Breeder. Cove 


Jar I 


Daur 


SAUNDER 
ntr Pet 
Hitt, Hewrny Witttam, Ross 

Maker Wandsworth 
T'aomas Tuomas, Fochr 

Lander Merthyr 

Feb. 17 
KaTuLern 
Feb. 17 


Trier 
Ord 


Queen.-at 


Nelson 


Jan, 18 


Woouter, Warrer 
Burnley Pet 


General Produce 
Ord. Feb. 19 
London 


Crasette rt 


spayY Feh 
RECEIVING ORDER 


Betarr, Jean, Ho 
Pet. Feb. 


ddersfield. Consulting Che 
Ord. Feb. 20 

FIRST MEETINGS. 

Henry Newport Mor Groeer 

Off. Re 144, Commercial-st, Ne 


Bolton. March 
Manchester 


Brirrir 
2.30 


Date, Writs Hewrr 
Ree Brrom-st 





THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & WEEKLY REPORTER. 


Rorcsa, Woodfield-av, Streatham. 
132, York-rd., Westminster Bridge-rd. 


Westmor- 
Rec., 


Hassan, Hasotn 
Mar. 4 st I! 
Heremtwsoy, Rictarp Faepericx, Warcop 
land, Farm Servant. Merch 5 at 3.30 
16, Cornwallis-st., Barrow-in-Furness 


ADJUDICATIONS 


Batarr, Jeaw, Huddersfield, Consulting Chemist. Leeds 


Pet. Feb. 2. Ord. Feb. 2. 
Wisyert, Jauzs Writtsm, Westcliff-on-Sea, Civil 
neer. Chelmsford. Pet. Feb, 6. Ord, Feb 


Engi 
20 
Fatpar, Feb. B 


London Gazette 


RECEIVING ORDERS 


Leau, Birmingham. Coventry et. Fee. 10 


Feb. @ 
Coorsr, Grorort 
Southampton 


BATLIss, 
Ord 
Millwright 
p) 
Sheffield 


Witttam, Southampton, 


Pet. Feb Ord. Feb 
Sheffield, Furniture Dealer 
Ord. Feb. 2. 


as 
Levis, Morris 
Pet. Feb. 2 


FIRST MEETINGS 
Coortre, Georee WIttiam 
Merch 11 at 11.90 
High-st., 
JomyN, 
11.30 


Maliwright 
Bank 


Southampton 
Off. Reo., Midland 
*hanbre Southampton 

F rome Somerset, 
Of. Rec., B 


Giass, Epoar 
Maroh 10 at 
Bristol 

Cuarizss Lewis 
March 10 at 2.90 
Brig bton 


Corn Agent 
Baldwin-st., 


LACRENCE 
Off. Re 


Winchelsea, Sussex 
124, Marlborough-pl., 


Pix 


Colne, Lance. March 10 


Winckley-st., Preston 


Mary 
off 
Woo.tery, WaAtrer 
March 10 at Ll 


ton 


ELIZaperTu, 
Rec 13, 


Nelson, Lancs 
Of. Re 13 


STANDING, 
at 11.90. 

Froduce Merchant 

Winckley-st., Pres 


ADJUDICATIONS 


Mackenzis, Half 
Pet. Nov. 13. Ord. Feb. 2% 
Witt, Southampton, Millwright 
Pet. Feb. 25. Ord. Feb. 25 
ARCHIBALD ROw1iaND GrReGoRt 
Greoorr, Kingston-wpon-Hall, 
Merchants Kingston-upon 
Ord. Feb. @ 

Arntacre ReotnaLtp ceds 
Feb. 25 

Haroun 
rth 


Bev ERNEST 


High Court 
Coorrr, Groner 
Southampton 


Moon-st., Piccadilly 


Greoorr, Joun ALBSERr, 
end Fraxk Pare 
Wholesale Provision 
Hull. Pet. Jan. 16 


Harris 
2. Ord 


Pet. Dee 


Leeds 


Rorce, W 
Pet. Dex 19 


Streatham 
25 


d-av 


Feb 


HAazaRp 
Wandsw 


mod fie 
Ord 
Notice subetituted for that 


Amended published in 


London Gazette, Oct. 18 


Merchant 
Oct. 1b 


Birmingham 
Oct. 15. Ord 


LADBROOR? 
min 


Roserr, 
Pet 


rham 


ORDER ANNULLING 


ING 


REVOKING 
ORDER 


OR RESCIND 


5 mm “y 
Sanpers, Thomas, Birmingham, Coal Dealer. Birming 
ham. Ree. Ord. Aug. 2, 1918, rescinded. Annul., 

Revoe., or Rese Feb. 21, 9 
London Gazette 


TrEspAY, Mareh 


RECEIVING ORDERS 
Fisurr, ARTHUR 


Lower Hellesdon, Norfolk, Dairyman 
Norwieh Pet 


Feb. 27. Ord. Feb. 27 


Beart, 


| Tomas 


Kextatr, Many Anwester, Brighton. Brighton. 
Feb. 11. Ord. Feb. 28. 


Pet. 


Sawyer, Fameineton, Aldwych 
Jan. 16. Ord. Feb. 27. 


High Court Pet. 


Sinciarn, James A... 
20. Ord. Feb. 27. 


Brightou. Brighton. Pet. Jan. 


Sorsan, Mren Marg, Bury-et 
High Court. Pet. Maroh | 


Tottenham. 
Feb 


Electrical Case F itter. 

Ord. March 1 

Taomas, Downatp 
Edmonton. Pet 


Laundry Proprietor 
14. Ord. Feb. 2% 


Towstii, J., 
ham Pet 


Birmingham, Manufacturer 
Feb. 15. Ord. Feb. B 


Salford, 
Ord. Feb. 26. 


Birming 


Waitt 
Pe + 


Cats Pork Butcher 


Fel 


Jomy, 


w 


Salford. 


Jane, Lianelly 
Maroh |! 


WILttaMs, 
1. Ord 


Carmarthen. Fet. March 


FIRST MEETINGS 


Leas, Coventry March 
8, High-st., Coventry. 


Bartiss, 
Ree., 


li wt W230 of 


Jeax, Huddersfield, Consulting Ohbemist 
Merch 13 at 11. Off. Rec., 24, Bond-st., Leeds 


Kentatr, Many Anwester, Brighton. 
Off. Rec., 124 


Maroh 12 at 
Marlborough-pl., Brighton. 


2.30 


Sawren, FarRinoton, March 12 at 1 


Bankruptcy-bldgs., 


Aldwych 
Carey-st 


Electrical Case Fitter. 
Bankruptcy -bldgs., Oarey-st. 


Sorsay, Mrern Marx, Bury-t., 
March 12 at 12 


DONALD, 
March 11 at: ll 


Tottenham, Laundry Proprietor 
14, Bedford-row 


ADJUDICATIONS 


| Fisner, ARTAUR, Lower Hellesdon, Norfolk, Dairyman. 


Norwich. Pet. Feb. 27. Ord. Feb. 27 


Bedford-row 
Feb. 13. 


Gray, Oscar, 
Court. Pet 


Property Developer 
Ord. Feb. % 


High 


Furniture Dealer 


a 


Levin 
Pet 


MORRIS, 
Feb. 11. 


Sheffield, 
Ord. Feb 


Sheffield 


Janerrs, Huddersfield. Huddersfield. Pet. Feb 


12. Ord. Feb. 27 


Paet, 


Earl's Court 


2 


ALICE 
High Court 


Dove.ass, 
Pet 


Lexham-gdns., 
Jan. 6. Ord. Feb 


Queen-sq., Blooms 
Pet. Deo. 9. Ord 


P aiLP, 
rd 


Porr, 
Court 


Ernest Le 
High 


PHILIP 
bury, Financier. 
Feb. 27 


POWER 


Electrical Case Fitter 
Ord. Mar. 1 


Sorsan, Mren Mara, Bary-st., 
High Court. Pet. Mar. 1 


MAcKar, 
kLdmonton 


Taomas, Donatp 


prietor 


Tottenham, 
Fet. Feb. 4 


Laundry Pro- 
Ord. March 1 


WHITt, 
Pet 


Carrs Jomy, 
Feb. 26. 


Salford, Pork Butcher 
Ord. Feb. 2% 


Salford. 


WILLIAMs, March 


1. Ord 


Jane, Lianelly. Carmarthen. Pet 


March 1 


TO MEMBERS OF THE LEGAL PROFESSION. 


SPINK & SON, LTD., 


17 & 18, PICCADILLY, LONDON, W. 1, 


Est. 1772, 


beg to intimate they Value JEWELS, PLATE and EFFECTS of deceased estates 


at most moderate terms. 


A thoroughly competent staff for this purpose is always available for any part of the U.K 


Duplicate or triplicate inventories always supplied. Promptitude and accuracy guaranteed. 








